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The Editor of the Authorized Report begs to tender 
his thanks to the various writers and speakers for the 
attention they have given to his requests concerning 
proo&, and thus enabled him to securqg^ earlier 
publication after the Wolverhampton Congress, for the 
Report, than in previous years. The Editor cannot 
forbear mentioning one special instance of the aid thus 
rendered him by the late President. A proof of his 
last address was sent to Bishop Lonsdale on the day of 
his decease, when, following out what is said to have 
been his usual practice, of not postponing a reply to 
any letter that could be answered at once, on his return 
home late in the evening, after presiding at a long and 
important meeting at Stafford on behalf of Middle Class 
Education, he attended to it before partaking of dinner, 
in the very hour of his death. The letter and the 
news that the good Bishop had been called to his rest 
reached the Editor by the same post. " We bless Thy 
" Holy Name, O Lord, for all Thy servants departed 
" this life in Thy faith and fear ; beseeching Thee to 
" give us grace so to follow their good examples, that 
"vrith them we may be partakers of Thy heavenly 
"kingdom. Grant this, O Father, for Jesus Christ's 
" sake, our only Mediator and Advocate. Amen." 

A special feature in the present volume is an account 
of the speeches at the " Working Men's Meeting," on 
Thursday evening, included for the first time in the 
Official Report. 

S. 

LoKDONy Dec. 15^ 1867. 



WOLVIPHAMPTON CHURCH CONGRESS, 

1867. 
PRAYERS. 

(At each Meeting of the Congreu,) 

Lord, have mercy upon us. 
Lord, have mercy upon us, 
Christ, have mercy upon us. 
Christ, have mercy upon us. 
Lord, have mercy upon us. 

ALMIGHTY God, unto whom all hearts be open, all desires 
known, and from whom no secrets are hid, cleanse the thoughts of 
our hearts by the inspiration of Thy Holy Spirit, that we may 
perfectly love Thee, and worthily magnify Thy Holy Name ; through 
Christ our Lord. Amen, 

ALMIGHTY and everlasting God, by whose Spirit the whole 
body of the Church is governed and sanctified ; receive our sup- 
plications and prayers which we ofier before Thee for all estates of 
men in Thy holy Church, that every member of the same, in his 
vocation and ministry, may truly and godly serve Thee ; through 
our Lord and Saviour Jesus Christ. Amen, 

O LORD, who hast taught us that all our doings without 
charity are nothing worth, send Thy Holy Ghost, and pour into 
our hearts that most excellent gift of charity, the very bond of 
peace and of all virtues, without which whosoever liveth is counted 
dead before Thee ; Grant this for Thy only Son Jesus Christ's sake. 



Our Father, which art in heaven. Hallowed be Thy Name. Thy 
kingdom come. Thy will be done in earth, As it is in heaven. 
Give us this day our daily bread. And forgive us our trespasses, 
As we forgive them that trespass against us. And lead us not into 
temptation ; But deliver us from evil : For Thine is the kingdom, 
the power, and the glory, For ever and ever. Amen, 
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1867. 



It is with much satisfaction that the Executive Committee presents 
this Eeport to the Members of the Church Congress for 1867. 

The meetings of previous Congresses had been held in cities 
possessing attractions of a nature to interest, and in many instances, 
to arouse enthusiasm in the minds of, those who attended them 
from a distance. The cathedral, the ancient churches, the colleges, 
the municipal buildings, many of which were rich in historic asso- 
ciation with the past fortunes of Church or State, were inducements, 
in additfon to the business of Congress, to draw together a large 
assemblage on these occasions. Wolverhampton has no advantages 
of this kind. Situated at the western extremity of the extensive 
coal-field of South Staffordshire, and surrounded on the south and 
east by coal-pits, forges, and blast-furnaces, it was at first feared 
that the features of the neighbourhood would repel the attendance 
of many persons, and so far detract from the success of the meeting. 
It was doubtless an experiment, to hold a Church Congress in such 
a locality, and in the midst of a dense population, whose ceaseless 
toil and exhausting occupations might be supposed to render it 
indifferent to, and unsympathetic with, the purposes of such 
meetings. 

Congresses were put upon their trial. Was it the business of 
Congress alone, which brought so many from all parts of the country 
to assist at them by their presence, or was it the business of Con- 
gress pliL8 the attractions ? The Wolverhampton Congress has 
given to this question an unmistakable answer. The large attend- 
ance, the xmwearied participation in, the unflagging spirit manifested 
throughout, the whole proceedings, by all present, encourage Church- 
men not to hesitate on future occasions to hold the Church Congress 
in our manufacturing towns, amidst the most toilsome labours and 
absorbing industries. It was not only the leading and principal 
gentry of the vicinity, and the manufacturers, merchants, and 
tradesmen of the town, who were gratified at the Congress being 
held in Wolverhampton ; the crowds which thronged the streets on 
the opening day, to see the procession of the Mayor and Corpora- 
tion, the Clergy and Bishops, on its way to the church, bore testi- 
mony to the interest they were taking in the unusual event, while 
their respectful demeanour, as it passed through their ranks, gave 
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evidence of their sympathy. " The Working Men's Meeting," 
held on Thursday evening in connexion with the Congress, will 
never be forgotten by those who were present. More than 2,000 
men,^ whose features told of hard work and ceaseless energies, 
came, upon invitation, to listen to addresses to be specially delivered 
to them. The ready response to the sentiments uttered by the 
speakers, the appreciation of the salient points of each speech, 
expressed by hearty applause, made plain the good-will with which 
they saw th% Congress m the town. 

Let the Church, so far as she is represented by the Congress, 
come boldljr among the masses, and fear not The healthy excite- 
ment occasioned by the meeting of Congress amidst these hundreds 
of thousands will tend to draw their attention to the Church, and 
give to them a high estimation of her oflSce, her life, and her desire 
for their good. Wolverhampton has led the van, and now calls on 
towns of like character to follow. 

On Tuesday, October 9th, 1866, a Public Meeting of the in- 
habitants was convened, and presided over by the Mayor. A 
resolution was unanimously passed, requesting the Mayor, in the 
name of the town, to invite the Congress, then in session at York, 
under the Presidency of the Archbishop, to hold its next meeting 
in Wolverhampton, the consent of the Bishop of the Diocese having 
been first obtained. The invitation was accepted. 

An Executive Committee, consisting of an equal number ot 
clergjrmen and laymen, with the Right Hon. the Earl of Dartmouth 
as Chairman, and the Ven. the Archdeacon of Stafford and the 
Mayor of Wolverhampton, Sir John Morris, Knt, as Vice-Chair- 
men, was quickly formed, and commenced its duties in December. 
It was the wish of the Committee from its existence, that the 
various schools of thought existing in the Church should be repre- 
sented at the Congress. A Committee appointed by the Executive 
to prepare a programme of the subjects of the papers to be read, 
and of the names of the Readers and Speakers, animated with the 
same desire, soon after submitted a carefully prepared list for its 
approval. It was amended in a few instances by the Executive, 
and the names of those gentlemen who had declined to accept the 
invitation to take the places assigned to them were replaced by- 
others of persons of equal ability. The Executive Committee also 
resolved, that there should be only one place of meeting, and that 
the session of Congress should be extended to four days. The 
superiority of this arrangement over the former practice of Sectional 
Meetings will, it is thought, be acknowledged by all Members of 
this Congress, and especially by those who, on the previous occa- 
sions, had found the inconvenience of subjects in which they were 
interested being discussed in different places at the same hour. 
This plan will be probably adopted at all future Congresses, when 
a room of sufficient dimensions can be procured to contain the 

1 Women and children were not admitted. 
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whole of the Members at one time. The Congress Hall at Wolver- 
hampton was 160 feet long, 60 feet broad, and 36 feet high ; and 
the acoustics of this large building were highly satisfactory. The 
number of tickets sold tor the whole session were 1,930 ; and for 
particular days, 1,162, The Executive Committee are happy to 
be able to report, that the expense of the provision made by them 
for the reception and convenience of the Congress has not greatly 
exceeded the amount of the receipts. They are also glad to learn 
from numerous and various quarters, that the large Beception 
lioom at St Q^orge's HalX near to the place of meeting, was found 
to be advantageous and ser^ceable to fliose Members of Congress 
who frequented it. A post-office for the receipt and despatch of 
letters, a left-luggage office, a rerister of Members' names, of 
lodgings and hotels, a supply of daily newspapers and of letter 
paper and envelops, were among the arrangements made in this 
room. The Com Exchange was used as a refreshment-room, under 
the management of the widely-known purveyors Spiers and Pond ; 
while the hotels and private dining establishments furnished an 
ample supply to all thenr visitors* Several of the principal manu- 
factories of the town were kindly opened to the inspection of Mem- 
bers of Congress by the proprietors,^ and on Thursday evening 
visits were made to the vast works of Messrs. Thomeycroft and Co., 
of the Chillington Company, and of Messrs. Lloyd of Wednesbury, 
by many who availed themselves of the opportunity of seeing the 
different processes used in the manufacture of iron. Other Mem- 
bers proceeded, on the afternoon of the same day, to inspect the 
extensive carpet manufactory of Messrs. Brinton and Co. at Kid- 
derminster, while others visited the coal-field, and the workings in 
the coal-pits, of the Earl of Dudley, at Round Oak, near Dudley. 
The Library and Review Room was opened the same evening, as a 
place of meeting for those who desired to make acquaintance with 
other Members of Congress, or to renew former friendships. But 
the important feature in this day's proceedings was the Working 
Men's Meeting, already mentioned, in addition to which a sermon 
was preached in St John's Church by the Bishop of North Caro- 
lina, U.S., and in St Greorge's Church by the Bishop of Ten- 
nessee, U.S., each of which was attended by about 1,500 persons.^ 
During the Session of Congress the Holy Eucharist was celebrated 
at several churches in the town at eight A.M., and Evensong was 
said in some churches at five P.M. The number of communicants 
was large (997), and the attendance at Evensong good. 

The Church Congress of 1867 is now over : it has left behind 
it among these teeming thousands in the district in which it has 
been held, pleasant remembrances, and thoughts of good-will to 
the Church of England, and a belief in her greatness, and in her 

1 See page xi. 

' These airangemente were made to meet the excessive demand for admission to 
the Working Men's Meeting after the supply of tickets had been exhausted. 
Women were admitted to the churches. 
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mission to all the people of this land. The presence of so many 
Bishops from the united States of America, from the far distant 
colonies of the empire, and from the farthest East and the isles of 
the sea, gave an ^clat to the meeting at Wolverhampton, which 
uture Congresses can scarcely expect to obtain ; but its strength lay 
not even in the faithful testimony which they bore to the loving 
and undying spirit of their mother, the Church of England. The 
power which the Congress has exercised, and will yet exercise, 
amongst the masses amidst whom it was sitting, and, through 
sympathy with them, over a vast circle of their fellow-countrymen, 
was in the sober spirit and brotherly regard for each other, with 
which the members of Congress took part in the treatment and 
discussion of the varied questions brougnt under their notice. Men 
of all schools of thouffht in the Church gave utterance freely to 
their opinions and belief, and received a fair hearing, even when 
the subjects under review excited the strongest opposing feelings. 
Whatever were the differences between the Readers, Speakers, and 
hearers, all felt and acknowledged, as a bond of union, love to the 
Church of England, whose wide embrace encircled them all, as 
her children and as brethren one of the other. In the successful 
result of the Wolverhampton Congress the Executive Committee 
own the good hand of God. 

They desire to record their thanks, in which they think all 
Members of the Congress will unite with them, to the venerated 
President, the Lord Sishop of Lichfield, for his kind, able, and 
impartial conduct as Chairman of those large assemblies in the 
Congress Hall.^ 

To the Readers and Speakers who so willingly complied with 
their request to accept the office assigned to them the Executive 
Committee tender their grateful acknowledgments. To the Recep- 
tion Committee they offer their best thanks, for the excellent 
arrangements made by them for the convenience of the Members of 
Congress. To the Secretaries, both lay and clerical, and especially 
to the Rev. J. H. lies, whose continuous labour in many ways 
conduced greatly to the success of these arrangements, the Executive 
Committee desire to offer the expression of their warmest regards 
and esteem. 

It will be doubtless gratifying to those gentlemen who so kindly 
allowed their establishments to be opened to the inspection of the 
Members of Congress to learn, that their liberality was appreciated 
by those who visited them, and that their generous conduct, in 
addition to the open-handed hospitality of the inhabitants of the 
town and neighbourhood, gave material assistance towards the 
successful result of the Wolverhampton Congress. 

* Since these words were written the Bishop of Lichfield has been removed from 
us by a sudden death, which his apparent strength and vigour when presiding at the 
Congress had not led us to expect : it may be therefore permitted to the Executive 
Committee to offer a tribute of respect to his revered memory by bearing testimony 
to his kindness of manner in all their dealings with him ; to the hearty devotion to 
the duties of the office of President, which ne had undertaken ', and to the great 
Mhihty with which he conducted the business of the Congress to a successful issue. 
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THE SEEMON. 



Rom. iii. 28 ; James ii. 24. 

** Therefore we conclude that a man is justified by faith without the deeds of the 
law." 

** Ye see, then, how that by works a man is justified, and not by faith only." 

It is not with any intention of reconciling (or at- 
tempting to reconcile) them, that I have placed side by- 
side these two equally true, and yet apparently contra- 
dictory, statements of inspired Apostles. The logical 
reconciliation of doctrines superficially opposed is, with 
our present limited knowledge and faculties, almost as 
unsatisfactory a task as the harmonising in every little 
detail of the narratives of the Evangelists. Better in 
both cases to leave the harmonising alone, only observing 
generally that the apparent discrepancies come from the 
different point of view taken by the writers. Point of 
. view — that is the secret of all doctrinal discrepancies, 
I and probably of most discrepancies of the inspired 
narrative. It is readily conceived that a painter sta- 
tioned in front of a house, in the centre of an avenue 
leading up to the grand entrance, will produce a dif- 
ferent picture of it from another posted on a hill which 
commands one of its wings, or than a third who places 
himself in the rear of the mansion. It is no impeach- 
nient of the faithfulness of the three representations 
that they are totally unlike one another. The diflferent 
sides of the house are unlike; and yet it is one and 
the same house which is represented in each picture. 
This humble image may throw some light upon the dis- 
crepancies, whether of doctrine or narrative, which are 
found in God's Holy Word. No two witnesses of a 
thing which really happened ever give precisely the same 
account of it ; circumstantial differences, while there is 
a general agreement, is what we all look for in such 
accounts. But in the case of doctrines (meaning by the 
term, not the fundamental facts of our creed, which, 
God be praised, are facts, but abstract theological truths), 

b2 
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we may expect even more discrepancy in their represen- 
tation. For a truth, like a cube, has several sides ; and 
one side may be very unlike another. The justification 
of man or his* acceptance with God is a subject which 
may be looked at in at least two wholly different points 
of view ; and the representations given of it under these 
two aspects will wear a wholly different colour, and yet 
be both of them equally faithful representations. Look 
at it, as St. Paul does, in its naked theory (a most pre- 
cious and comfortable aspect of the truth), and justifi- 
cation is by faith only, pure faith, mere faith, clinging 
to, leaning upon, and so appropriating, the perfect and 
alone meritorious work of Christ. But look at it, as St. 
James does, in the concrete, look at its exhibition ia 
human life — look, in other words, upon the justified — 
and you see them full of good works, full of self-sacri- 
fice, living always for the future, and as seeing Him 
who is invisible. 

But, after all, the particular discrepancy of state- 
ment which appears in the text is only a single specimen 
of the different habit of thought which characterises the 
inspired writers. And perhaps none of us is sufficiently 
aware of the extent of this difference. We have been 
so accustomed from our youth upwards to regard the 
Bible as one book (and one it most unquestionably is 
in an important respect, as pervaded in all its various 
parts by one and the same Spirit) ; we have been so 
much in the habit of placing side by side texts found 
in various parts of the volume, that the different view 
and style of the inspired authors is overlooked, or at 
least not vividly impressed upon us. And yet the 
difference of St. Paul from St. JameSj and of both jErom 
St. John, is patent when pointed out. It is a differencCj 
not of style merely, not even of point of view merely^ 
but of that habit of mind which makes a man instinc- 
tively prefer one part of a subject to another. St. Paul 
is always doctrinal, or if he cannot be called exclusively 
so, is always careful to lay a doctrinal basis before he 
proceeds to the enforcemei^t of duties. St. James is 
moral and devotional entirely, assumes the facts of the 
Christian Creeds, but never once adverts to them oi; 
their significance. And yet St. James and St. Paul 
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were equally inspired, equally Apostles of Christ, and 
from the pen of each flows truth which is equally 
precious, equally profitable for doctrine, for reproof, for 
correction, for instruction in righteousness. Such are 
the indisputable facts, and we think they yield a lesson, 
and invite us to a line of thought, remarkably appli- 
cable to the present occasion. 

For on the present occasion we are naturally led to 
review the general character and prospects of the 
Church of England, and to consider how a Church 
Congress, conducted in a spirit of prayer, may be 
helpful in the present crisis. 

What then, briefly and summarily, is the character, 
and what is the present crisis (surely a fearful one) of 
the Church of England ? 

Now I suppose that it will not, because it cannot, be 
denied that the Church of England represents, and was 
designed to represent, two sides of God's truth — that 
there are, and always have been, and always will be in 
it (so long as it retains its distinctive character among 
communities of Christians) two elements, we may call 
them if we please, for want of better names, a Protestant 
and a Catholic element, or (more accurately) an element 
representing the teaching of St. Paul, and another repre- 
senting the teaching of St. James. Any such variety 
of aspect is liable to be called, and has been invidiously 
called, a compromise; and so we are sometimes ill- 
naturedly told that our Church is built upon a compro- 
mise. If all that is meant be (and what else can be 
meant ?) that she has sympathy with two distinct lines 
of religious thought, or, in better words, with two sides 
of Divine truth, we welcome the allegation, and find in 
it matter, if not of boasting, yet at all events of deep 
thankfulness. So long as the New Testament has two 
sides, we are quite willing to have a Church with two 
sides also. If St. Paul and St. James embraced the 
same Christian faith, were comprised in the same Chris- 
tian society — nay, were both contributors to the same 
inspired volume — we do not think we should be any 
the nearer to the scriptural model of a Church, if we 
ousted from our Communion either the Arminian or 
the Calvinist, either the warm adherent of justificatioiSL 
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by faith, or the stickler for practice moral and deyo- 
tional, either the sacramentalist, who insists upon the 
outward rite, or the anti-sacramentalist, who deems the 
inward qualification all in all; either the man whose 
intense lore for the freedom and freshness of God's 
Holy Word leads him to make the Bible his watchword 
in religion, or him who maintains the claims of the 
Christian society to be heard in the interpretation of 
the Bible, and to conduct the education of souls. 

It may, perhaps, be asked whether, even in so brief 
and rapid a summary as this is of the parties which 
divide our Church, the comparatively new school should 
not be taken into account, whose part seems to be to 
criticise very freely not only the doctrinal conclusions 
formed by the generality of Christians, but the inspired 
documents also from which those conclusions are pro- 
fessedly drawn. But it is not easy to assign to these 
persons the character of a party in the Church, because, 
in truth, there is so little that is positive in their 
opinions. They raise questions where others speak with 
assurance ; but if it were asked what their characteristic 
doctrines are, or what the devotional or moral practices 
on which they chiefly insist, it would not be easy to 
give an answer. In fact, they will be found to form 
rather a school of Biblical criticism than a school of 
religious thought. 

But the two other elements in our Church life are of 
a suflficiently distinct and positive character. Each 
party hcLS its favourite doctrinal truths ; on the one side, 
the grace of the sacraments, the Apostolical succession 
of the ministry, the existence and powers of the Church 
or Christian society ; on the other, justification by free 
grace through faith only, the absolute necessity of &> 
work of sanctification upon each individual consciencCf 
the eternal security of God's true people, the suflGlciency 
of Holy Scripture for the edification and guidance of 
each soul. And each also has its favourite moral anC^ 
devotional practices^ — on the one side, daily public? 
prayer, frequent Eucharists, diflferent forms of corporaJ- 
mortification ; on the other, withdrawal from the amuse^ 
ments of the world, a strict and somewhat rigoroui* 
observance of the Lord's day, a special regard to th^ 
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ordinance of preaching. And there can be no doubt 
that these two parties have been for some time coming 
into a sharper antagonism with one another, and that 
the feud between them is now becoming so deadly, that 
one or other is in danger of being exterminated from 
the bosom of the national Church. The proximate 
causes of this rivalry are not far to seek or hard to find. 
Its chief cause (and we may be content to compound 
for a great deal under the operation of such a cause) is 
the increased religious life and earnestness now abroad. 
While there was stagnation in our Church, the two 
different (I do not say contrary, but different) elements 
which really enter into the system of it, both lay as it 
were at the bottom, and were never brought into active 
collision. But this is not an age of stagnation ; thought 
aad enterprise are, in all departments of knowledge, 
peculiarly active : and the religion of Religionists shares 
itt the general stimulus. And then comes, as the natural 
residt of this activity of thought on religious subjects, 
an effervescence from the action of opinion in two oppo- 
site directions. The serious and anxious question for 
all who love and honour our Church is, whether her 
framework can possibly hold together under the strain 
of so sharp an antagonism, whether the struggling twins 
itt her womb will not put an end to the mother's exist- 
ence — in a word, whether the adherents of ^ne class of 
truths being expelled, either by their own precipitancy, 
or by indiscreet management, the adherents of the 
other will not gain a triumph, indeed, but a triumph 
which shall be in truth the saddest of defeats, and which 
shall reduce the Church of England (if we can say that, 
in the elimination of some of its fundamental ideas, 
the Church of England still exists) from the broad reach 
of a comprehensive communion to the limits of a con- 
temptible and a narrow sect. 

If such a rupture is by any of us earnestly depre- 
cated, as I am sure it ought to be deprecated by all wise 
and good men, let us calmly consider for a few moments 
what are the means most likely, with prayer and God's 
blessing, to avert it. 

Pirst, then, let us be well settled in the truth which 
the text brings before us, of the total difference of aspects 
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under which holy and inspired men may view the very 
same religious truth, a difference which gives rise to an 
apparent (but of course only apparent) contradiction of 
language. No rival controversialists of the present day 
could express themselves more differently on a moot 
point than do St. Paul and St. James on the all-impor- 
tant subject of man's acceptance with God. And yet 
both must express themselves with perfect truth, because 
both speak infallibly as oracles of the living God. 
Perhaps it will be objected that this argument seems to 
make all religious truth a matter of opinion, and to 
throw uncertainty upon every position in theology 
which may be taken up. But indeed it is not so. The 
facts of the Gospel, those facts which the Creeds rehearse, 
are the same by the confession of universal Christendom. 
St. Paul and St. James, St. Peter and St. John, would 
all have confessed — probably in almost the same terms 
-r-that " Christ died for our sins according to the Scrip- 
tures ; and that He was buried ; and that He rose again 
the third day according to the Scriptures." All of them 
would have confessed this Christ to be God's only- 
begotten Son, manifest in the flesh for us, perfect God 
and perfect man. His manhood not detracting aught 
from a single attribute of His Godhead, and His God- 
head not extinguishing a single attribute of His man- 
hood. There is no discrepancy whatsoever, nor even an 
apparent discrepancy, here, because this is simply a 
question of what did or did not happen, or what is, or 
is not, true as a fact. But when we pass from the sphere 
of facts into the sphere of abstract religious truths, we 
find that even inspired men view such truths in very 
different lights, partly according to their own mental 
bias, partly according to the needs of those to whom 
they were writing. Nay, more than this, in one part 
of his writings an inspired writer will himself move on 
a different groove of thought from that on which his 
argument runs in other and, perhaps, more frequent 
passages. Thus, for example, no Sacramentalist ever 
said a stronger thing on the Eucharist than is said by 
the Apostle of Paith : " The cup of blessing which we 
bless, is it not the Communion of the blood of Christ ? 
The bread which we break, is it not the Communion of 
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tlie body of Christ ? '* Nor did St. John himself, though 
love was his especial grace and theme, ever sing the 
praises and pre-eminence of love more eloquently than 
they are sung in 1 Cor. xiii. by the Apostle who appears 
in other passages to make out faith to be all in aU. 

The next point to the theoretical discernment of this 
truth will be the practical acknowledgment of it. 

The greatest, the most considerate forbearance must 
be shown to those who, having embraced a different 
(though very possibly not contradictory) view of religious 
truth from our own, advocate it with all the energy 
which arises from a sense of its importance. Both sides 
must remember, in looking at their antagonists, that 
while nothing is easier than a policy of extermination, 
nothing would be more fatal to the comprehensiveness, 
and, therefore, to the influence, of our Communion, nor 
indeed to the interests of Divine truth, which ever has 
more than one side. If the very characteristic of our 
Church be that, while it maintains resolutely the great 
Catholic confessions of faith, it clearly recognises two 
elements of religious opinion, then those who strive to 
eliudnate one of these elements must be the foes of our 
Church, and menace its existence. We cannot aflford 
to lose men of strong convictions on either side, who in 
the strength of their convictions are doing a work for 
God in communion with the National Church. Let us 
not only leave them unmolested (assured that the ex- 
travagances in their opinions will more readily work 
themselves out, if let alone, and that every counsel or 
work which is of men, and not of God's Holy Spirit, 
^ sooner or later come to nought), but allow them to 
go the extreme verge of that, which by our Liturgy 
and Articles — ^in other words by the law of the Church 
—is permissible. 

But it may be said, and said with great show of 
reason — indeed it is obvious to say — ^that Christian 
sympathy is one thing, and Church fellowship another ; 
and that, as regards Church fellowship, toleration on 
either side must have a limit somewhere. No question 
but it must. It must be limited by the law, whatever 
the law be. Our law is contained in the Book of Com- 
mon Prayer and the Thirty-nine Articles ; and it \^ y^^- 
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sumed that where the emergencies of the times call for 
special applications of it, there must be tribimals, raised 
by the character of their judges high above the spirit of 
factious partisanship, competent and authorised to make 
such applications. If there are such tribunals, why is 
not their opinion solicited, in an amicable suit (for such 
it might be) by both parties ? Would not such a course 
be far more dignified and far safer than any attempt on 
the spur of the moment, and under the pressure of an 
excited public opinion, to alter the law ? Have we any 
just reason to think so iU of either side as that, if the 
law were clearly enunciated by a competent and impar- 
tial authority, they would refuse to abide by it ? Or is 
it the truth that both sides have such apprehensions of 
what the law might say, that they would prefer to waive 
an appeal to it ? 

But while, pending a legal settlement of the matter^ 
in dispute, the right and sound policy seems to be on^ 
of great forbearance and conciliation, and sympathy 
with what is good in both schools, it must be adde^ 
that they are greatly to blame, and may eventuallj^ 
prove the authors of most serious mischief, who wil^ 
persist in straining the law to the very verge, ay, anc^ 
beyond the verge of what — ^when interpreted by ordinary^ 
common sense — it will bear. Have such persons duly^ 
considered what they are doing ? It is well said by " 
Aristotle respecting forms of government, that each 
form, if its leading principle be exaggerated, has a ten- 
dency to work its own dissolution, and to produce some 
opposite form. And so it will be assuredly with those 
composite elements of religious thought, which enter 
into the structure of our Church system. If one of 
these elements be strained beyond all due and reasonable 
limits, a reaction is certain to follow, imperilling the 
very truth which it is sought to magnify, imperilling 
(I mean) its recognition in the National Church. Do 
they really wish to destroy the National Church, as they 
will do sooner or later, if by any proceeding of theirs 
they obliterate its one main feature, a really Scriptural 
sympathy with both sides of Divine truth ? We do not 
believe anything so ill of them. We believe that they, 
like ourselves, have a just pride in their inheritance as 
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English Churclimeii, and that with us they would fully 
acknowledge that, while there are of course other re- 
formed Episcopal communions, worthy, of all honour, 
there has never been one more Scriptural and more 
Apostolic, and certainly never one which has been more 
extensively influential for good, or has enjoyed greater 
opportunities for the exercise of her influence. If all 
this is admitted, the continual existence of the Church 
of England in its characteristic features, with of course 
such improvements in its practical working, and such 
an enlargement of its efficiency, as the progress of 
Christian thought has been introducing, and wUl intro- 
duce, ought to be an object too dear to them to be risked 
by hot-headed and extravagant action. 

I have said that the progress of Christian thought 
has been introducing of late years great improvements 
in the administration of our Church system — improve- 
ments, the extent of which would surprise us, if they 
had not been so gradually brought about. It may be 
said in general terms, looking to our numerous daily 
services, our numerous church restorations, our frequent 
Conmiunions, our cultivation of sacred music, and so 
forth, that worship has undergone a complete regenera- 
tion among us within the last half century, which is 
due, it must in mere justice be confessed, to the exer- 
tions and example of the very school, whose Ritual 
excesses are now complained of. And there is no reason 
whatever why these improvements (for which all of us 
have the deepest cause to be thankful) should not still 
advance, unless a rupture is precipitated by such ill- 
advised and defiant action in one direction as is felt by 
the party opposed to be a species of challenge. Such a 
rupture would be perfectly sure, like a nipping frost in 
spring, to throw back the gentle and happy development 
which is proceeding regularly, under God's blessing, in 
the course of nature. Those who would leave us in 
such a rupture, whither would they go ? Eor had they 
really sympathised with the unscriptural errors and 
superstitions of Rome, they might have had opportunity 
to seek her communion (as, alas ! others have done) long 
ago. And we who are left behind should be doomed, 
probably, for many years to breathe the atmosphere ot 
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an acrimonious and narrow sectarianism, in which there 
would be but one wretched shibboleth, and in which the 
suspicions and recriminations of controversial bitterness 
would stifle spiritual life, and bring Church progress to 
a standstill among us. 

The experience of the past leads us to believe that 
every real improvement in public worship, and in the 
efficiency of the Church system, is to be had, if we only 
wait for it, and work on cheerfully and hopefully under 
the present condition of things. If there is anywhere 
a prejudice against such improvements, it will either 
yield, sooner or later, not to a rude and premature 
assault, but to the exhibition of piety and activity on 
the other side ; or, if it do not yield, it will at least be 
swept away with the generation, of which we form the 
advanced guard. At all events, nothing can be gained, 
but everything may be hazarded, by startling and 
irritating changes, for which the opinion of Churchmen 
is not ripe. I am saying this on the assumption that 
all the changes which it is now sought to introduce are 
as edifying and expedient as their authors seem to think 
them, though I would by no means be understood to 
express an opinion to that effect. I have such faith in 
our Church as the palladium of Gospel truth and Apo- 
stolical discipline, and such faith in God's providential 
guidance of her, that I believe the things wanting in 
her present administration will all be set in order, if we 
will only wait His time. 

And now, having fully considered the crisis through 
which our Church is at present passing, and the duties 
which this crisis involves to her members, we are pre- 
pared to see the significance and the value of a gather- 
ing such as this. In the first place, it need hardly be 
observed how much such meetings may — I had almost 
said must — contribute towards the natural forbearance 
and sympathy which we have attempted to inculcate. 
Men who stand aloof from one another in conference, 
who never have nor seek an opportunity of hearing 
what their brethren have to say, are notoriously apt to 
exaggerate points of difference, and even to imagine 
antagonism where none exists. Bring them together, 
and let them express their opinions in the hearing of 
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one another without reserve, and even amidst a general 
disagreement some few points of contact will be dis- 
covered, the differences will dwindle in dimensions, and 
at all events asperities will be softened down. And this 
remark holds good more particularly of a meeting like 
the present, where direct doctrinal subjects are by 
conmion consent avoided, and the attention is concen- 
trated upon the practical management and administra- 
tion of the Church system, not upon its fundamental 
dogmas. Work is a healthy thing for the mind ; work 
for God and in the service of His Church the healthiest 
of aU things ; and we believe that it will brace us up 
to further exertions, as well as expand our Christian 
sympathies, if we have an opportunity of comparing 
notes with our brethren as to the most eificient method 
of doing our work. In definitions of doctrine, in setting 
forth the forms under which the human mind embraces 
religious truth, we are all prone to fall into subtleties 
more metaphysical than theological in their character, 
and thus to grasp at, and often to fight for, shadows. 
I am not implying for a moment that dogma is not 
absolutely necessary, but only saying what is notorious 
in an age when religious thought is peculiarly active, 
"that dogma is apt to be pursued into a region where 
"thought cannot fully follow it, in a word, into the 
legion of speculation. And in the region of specula- 
tion (as may be seen by the single instance of the 
science of metaphysics) the diflferences of opinion will 
be endless. Now it is at least helpful against a morbid 
habit of religious speculation, to have one's attention 
strongly drawn, as it is drawn by the discussions of a 
Church Congress, to practical questions, the best means 
of bringing Nonconformists into union with the Church, 
the best means of conducting Church education and 
Church missions, the uses which may be made of the 
Offertory, the way of making Church music more avail- 
able, and so forth. The solution of these and similar 
problems is practically useful, nor (generally speaking) 
does the agitation of them excite any of the animosity 
which is apt to be aroused by a doctrinal position. 

But I apprehend that the greatest use of these con- 
gresses (even as of the meetings of ConvocatioT^ xoA^'t 
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its present conditions) is that, by the full ventilation of 
religious subjects which takes place at them, they tend 
to that quiet progress of Christian thought, to which I 
have already adverted as having brought about so many 
beneficial changes in our worship and in the working 
of our larger parishes. Let men say what they like 
about a Congress or a Convocation having power to rule 
nothing ; if they contribute to the formation of opinion, 
and to the determination of the judgments of Cturistiaiv 
men on certain subjects, that is ruling everything in- 
the end, and ruling it with more than a Papal authority - 
What is to be learnt from our political history of the 
last few years if not this, that the agitation of political 
subjects in large public meetings, held under no sort or< 
authority, and totally incompetent to legislate for th^ 
country, has in course of time, by perseverance in th^ 
leaders of such a movement, had the very strongest: 
influence on legislation ? You cannot bring hundreds 
together for the discussion of a subject of common^ 
interest without getting up a force, and giving a move- 
ment, in some direction or other, to public opinion. 
And public opinion, once formed on any subject, is sure 
to express itself sooner or later, and in this country at 
least, with an authority which it is very difficult to 
withstand. Indeed the apprehension of thinking people 
on the subject of these meetings will be, I suspect, that 
they put too great a force in operation, than that they 
put too little ; that they may haply evoke a spirit which, 
when evoked, it will be beyond our power to control. 
Alarm on this head would, I think, be most reasonable ; 
for a strong force (whether physical or moral), mis- 
directed, or in clumsy and ignorant hands, may work 
the most frightful mischief. But there is a con- 
sideration which easily allays such alarms as to the 
eventual result of what may be said and done at a 
Congress. Most reasonably we inaugurate our proceed- 
ings with united prayer and the celebration of Holy 
Communion. Let each member of Congress, and each 
attendant upon it, see to it that, as regards himself, 
these acts be not formal, but real. Let him make it a 
subject of very earnest and very persevering secret 
prayer jt that our deliberations may be guided to a right 
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issue by the Spirit of Truth and Love and Wisdom. 
X«et him on each occasion of meeting with his brethren 

for the discussion of reKgious subjects, say that hymn 

with all his heart — 

" Come, Holy Ghost, our souls inspire. 
And lighten with celestial fire," 

and let him say it in full assurance of faith that our 
Heavenly leather will give the Holy Spirit to them that 
ask Him, with much more readiness and loving com- 
pliance than a human parent gives food to a hungry 
and crying child. Then shall the Congress have a 
result, not only safe, but glorious. **When He, the 
Spirit of Truth, is come. He shall guide you into all 
trixth/* 



WOLVERHAMPTON CHURCH CONGRESS. 



TUESDAY AFTERNOON, OCT. 1. 



The Eight Eev. the Lord Bishop of Lichfield took his seat as 
President of the Congress, at the Agricultural Hall, Wol- 
verhampton, at 2.30 p.m., and delivered the following 

INAUGUEAL ADDEESS: 

My Lords, Ladies, and Gentlemen, — I find myself placed 
tere in a position which, some time ago, I did not at all anticipate. 
The determination to hold the present Church Congress at Wolver- 
hampton was sudden and unexpected. And when this was deter- 
niined, I was desirous that the presidency of that Congress should 
te committed to a younger man. But I was assured that this would 
iiot be according to the mind of its promoters. I felt also, that so 
long as I held my ofiice, and as my present measure of health and 
strength was mercifully continued to me, I ought not to shrink from 
Ae (Useharge of a duty which seemed naturally to belong to that 
office, and which in every former instance, with a single exception, 
has been discharged by the Bishop in whose diocese the Congress 
^as held. I have therefore only to express my confidence" that, in 
Diy endeavours to discharge this duty, i shall experience from those 
^sembled here, out of various other dioceses, the same indulgent 
kindness which, during a period of nearly four and twenty years, 
tas been so abundantly shown to me by the clergy and laity of my 
own. Before I say more, I would ofifer my respectful and cordial 
thanks to the executive committee, and in particular to their noble 
chairman and honoured vice-chairman, as well as to their laborious 
and efficient secretaries, to whose large expenditure of time and 
pains, notwithstanding the many other claims upon them, we owe 
the happy arrangements through which we are enabled to meet 
here as we do, with the prospects which we have before us. Next, 
I would express the satisfaction — felt, I know, by you all — which 
I have in seeing this spacious building filled, as it is, by so many 
noblemen and gentlemen, not a few of them well kncww fox l\\ft?ix 
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zeal ia promoting every good work — by earnest clergymen, no less 
earnest laymen, and, I wul add, by no less active and earnest ladies 
— by Bishops of our own Church, domestic and colonial, of whom 
it is not for me to speak, and (which I regard as a singular felicity) 
by Fathers of the Church in communion with our own in the 
United States of America. To these, our right rev. visitors, I am 
sure you will join with me in offering a true brotherly welcome, 
with our grateful acknowledgment of the proof which they have 
given, by their taking part in the Lambeth Conference last week, 
and now again by their presence here, of their sympathy with us, 
and of their desire to be one with us, not only in faith, but in 
fellowship. May God bless them for their self-sacrifice in coming 
across the Atlantic in such a spirit and for such a purpose, and 
restore them to their several dioceses encouraged and strengthened 
for their work ! A Church Congress, like other public meetings, is 
a meeting for business ; but it is a business which has a character 
of its own, and such a character that it could not have had a mor(^ 
suitable introduction to it than that which so many who hear me- 
have had in those early gatherings, at the Holy Table of their Lord ^ 
in the service at the fine old and once collegiate church, and in th^= 

discourse — the powerful, the thoughtful, the wise, the charitablt ;: 

discourse, which we have heard from one who is known to us al 
by reputation, and to many of us by happy personal acquaintance== 
my friend the Dean of Norwich. We are permittea, God b-^ 
thanked, to meet at another Church Congress. Such meetings ai — < 
so far now from being new and strange things to us that it wouL W 
be little better than a waste of words, especially after what we ha^r^^J 
heard from the preacher of this morning upon the subject, were 2 
to speak at large upon the principles which regulate them, or th»« 
objects which they nave in view. We are met as those who axrc 
honestly persuaded that the Keformed and Scriptural Apostolical 
and Catholic Church of England has a mission from God to be H^^ 
instrument for maintaining and diffusing, both at home and abro^*^ » 
the knowledge of His truth, and for beinff His minister for goo^i 
spiritual and temporal, to His people. Wq are not met to ansW^^ 
objections to the doctrine or the order of our Church, nor to consid^^ 
the grounds upon which they rest, but to suggest means, and ^^ 
would fain hope, to stimulate exertions, by which the Church m^X 
be enabled more thoroughly to fulfil her mission; to fight a bette^^ 
fight against the hideous array of ignorance, irreb'gion, and vic^ 
against which she has to contend. And if we are met together, a^ 
I trust we are, in a right spirit, we may humbly hope that, undef 
God's blessing, we shall not have met in vain. 

I am aware that the value and even the wisdom of these meet- 
ings have been questioned by some ; though' I never heard any 
distinctly stated grounds upon which such questioning is based. 
But if a Congress for the promotion of social science is regarded as 
calculated to promote social order, social comfort, social happiness, 
surely we mr.y look fur a like effect to a congress on account of a 
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great time-honoured institution, which has continually for its aim 
the leavening of all classes of society with sound, beneficial, and 
divinely-sanctioned principles. The very bringing of so many of 
the dttgy and laity together for such a purpose, thus solemnly 
reminding th^m of their religious relation to each other, of their 
common interest in the Church, and their common obligation to do 
what in them lies to invigorate its spiritual life, and to extend its 
saving influences, must be of itself a gain of no common magnitude. 
It is said indeed, that the results of study, and the intercommunica- 
lion of thought and experience, which occasions such as the present 
bring forth, may be accomplished not less efficiently through the 
medium of the press. We all know the constant and very widely 
(extending facihties which the press affords. But we know also, 
and feel, that there is a life in personal communication which 
cannot otherwise be generated. We find that when persons living 
at a distance, but connected in a common cause, meet face to face 
to take free and open counsel for its advancement, an interest is 
created which the agency of the press alone, in many minds at 
least, cannot awaken. I appeal to the feelings and experience of 
those who hear me for a confirmation of what I say. Again, it is 
said that no important effects from these periodical Church con- 

S esses are apparent. We are not competent judges in this matter, 
any things operate for good, both to individuals and communities, 
the working of which is gradual and almost insensible, but the effect 
real and enduring. I believe that this is so in the case before us. 
I am persuaded at least, I may almost say I know, that many a 
clergyman has returned from a Church congress to his parish (and 
it is in her parochial ministrations that the main business of the 
Church lies), with a better heart for his work, and with more ability 
to do it, with his judgment enlightened and his views enlarged. I 
am not less persuaded that many a layman has been stirred up by 
such a gathering as this to more earnest zeal, more strenuous 
exertions, and more open-handed liberality, for the support of his 
venerated mother. 1 have adverted to the spirit in which the 
proceedings of a Church congress should be carried on. That it 
:^liould be a kindly, large-hearted, and not a party spirit, I need 
hardly remind you. It was the want of such a spirit which so 
lamentably disfigured and marred many of the ancient Church 
councils. I have no fear that it will be wanting here. And I 
doubt not that it will appear in the courteous attention that will be 
paid to every communication, whether read or spoken, which may be 
addressed to us, even if positions should be advanced to which the 
experience of a majority of the hearers may be opposed. I trust 
that in such a case, if disapproval be manifested, otherwise than by 
open speech afterwards, the expression of it will be such as becomes 
the characters and position of those present, and of the occasion 
"W^hich has brought them together. But I will not detain you 
longer from the business of the day. I have no need : I have been 
putting you in remembrance of known and ackii07^\^A^<^^ Xxvi^^. 

C 2 
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During the whole course of my life I have had numberless causes 
to be thankful for the goodness and mercy which have followed me 
through it. To these is now added the imlooked-for happiness of 
meeting so many of my fellow-Christians and my fello'HP:«tifcterfi- 
men in this assembly. I ask you to join with me in ^Hyer to Qoi 
for a blessing upon the Congress, so that it may be made in8tnU|MB&tal 
to the strength and peace of the Church, and especi»!ly to the 
growth in our hearts and lives of the chief of Christian graces, 
brotherly love. It is through this alone that we can hope for an 
increase of unity amongst us. The school of faith is a high school, 
but the school of love is higher. Many here may have no need to 
learn in the one : but we have all of us need to be continually 
learning in the other. And the more proficiency we make in it the 
nearer will be our approach to the likeness of our Master, the truer 
members shall we be of His Church on earth, and the better hope 
shall we have of being members of His Church in heaven. 



THE PROGRESS OF THE CHURCH IN 
STAFFORDSHIRE. 

The Venerable Archdeacon Moore (Stafford) read the follow- 
ing Paper : — 

{From 1831 to 1861 both inclusive.) 

This progress will be considered — positively, as to the work j 
relatively, as to the population. 

And also as regards the North and South manufacturing districts 
respectively, and the rural districts. 

I begin with Churches, the increase of which will be seen in the 
following table : — 



CHURCHES. 



MANUFACTURING DISTRICTS. 

North. South. 

1861 . . 32 1861 . . 65 
1831 . . 8 1831 . . 24 

Increase 24 41 



Total increase North and South, 65. 



RURAL DISTRICTS. 

North. South. 

1861 . . 119 1861 . . 98 
1831 . . 85 1831 . . 17 

Increase 34 21 

Total increase North and South, 55. 

Total increase in the whole county, 120 ; the total number being 314 in 1861 

instead of 194 in 1831. 

Towards which increase the Incorporated Society has granted 35,500^. 
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T go next to the Clergy, whose increase will be seen below : 

CLERGY. 



-.^hAjyuFAcrrxjRiNa districts. 

iVbf^ South. 

18«1 * . 62 1861 . . 102 
I8»-, . 12 1831 . . 36 



Increase . 50 



66 



Total increase North and South, 116 



RURAL DISTRICTS. 

North, South. 

1861 . . 139 1861 . . 149 
1831 . . Ill 1831 . . 102 



Increase 23 



47 



21 



Total increase North and South, 75. 



Total increase in the whole county, 191 ; the total number in 1861 being 452, 
instead of 261 in 1831. 



I go on to the increase of Sittings, which will be seen in the 
table below : — 



SITTINGS. 



MANUFACTURING DISTRICTS. 

North. 



.1861 
1831 



Total. 

28,170 

8,749 



1861 
1831 



Increase 19,421 

South. 

. . . 60,170 
. . . 20,183 



Increase North ) 
and South . t 



Increase 39,987 
59,408 



Free. 

13,334 

3,665 

9,779 



32,076 
9,174 

22,902 
32,681 



1861 
1831 



RURAL DISTRICTS. 

North. 
Total. 
. . 35,343 
. . 16,009 



1861 
1831 



Increase 19,334 

South. 

. 38,121 
. . 24,094 



Increase 14,027 
Increase North j 



and South 



33,361 



Free. 

13,659 

6,644 

7,115 



14,989 
5,209 

9,780 
16,895 



Total increase in the whole county 
Total number „ ,, „ 



Total. 

92,769 

161,804 



Free 
49,576 
74,058 



I now proceed to the Population, the increase being in the next 
table : — 

POPULATION. 



MANUFACTURING DISTRICTS. 

North. South. 

1861 . . 142,227 1861 . . 372,143 
1831 . . 77,466 1831 . . 166,462 



Increase 64,761 



206,681 



Total increase North and South 271,442 



RURAL DISTRICTS 

North. South. 

1861 . . 126,944 1861 . . 94,099 
1831 . . 93,765 1831 . . 71,232 



Increase 32,179 22,867 



Total increase in the whole county 
Total number ,, 



Total increase North and South 55,046 

. 326,488 
, . 734,413 



In the mannfacturing districts the population has increased from 
242,928 to 514,370, that is, has a little more tAiau ^lOuXA^^ W^AI, 
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The cliurches in the same period have increased from 32 to 97, 
or more than three times as many ; and the clergy from 48 to 164, 
or more than three times as many. 

In the rural districts, the churches and clergy have increased in 
an equal degree with the population ; that is, each have increased 
by a little more than one-third of the number in 1831. 

The sittings have increased from 28,932 to 88,340, or more than 
lliree times as many : — 

In 1831 there were Sittings for only one-ninth of the population. 
,,1861 „ ,, „ about oue-sixth „ „ 

In 1831 there were Free Sittings for only one-twentieth of the population, 
„ 1861 „ „ „ „ about one-tenth „ „ 

In the rural districts the population has increased from 164,997 
to 219,043, i.e. one-third. 

The sittings have increased from 40,103 to 73,464, i.e. are 
nearly doubled : — 

In 1831 there were Sittings for about one-fourth of the population. 
„ 1861 „ „ „ „ one-third „ „ 

In 1831 there were Free Sittings for about one-twelfth of the population. 
„ 1861 „ „ „ „ „ one-eighth „ „ 

So that in the whole county the church accommodation lias 
increased from one-sixth in 1831 to nearly one-fourth in 1861. 
I now turn to the Services : — 

Manufacturing Districts 623 

Rural Districts 673 

Occasional Services on Holy-days . . 1046 

Total . . . 2342 
Or about 7 weekly to each Church on an Average. 

I next consider the Communions and Communicants : — 

Communions. Communicants. 

Manufacturing Districts .... 2,621 78,794 

Rural Districts 3,395 75,111 



Total .... 6,916 163,905 

Then the produce of the Weekly Offertories : — 

Manufacturing Districts jC5,215 

Rural Districts 2,737 

Total annually . . . it7,952 

Of these Offertories, 37 are in the Manufacturing Districts, and 26 are in the Rural 
Districts ; making the total of Weekly Offertories 63, and a receipt, in each church 
of about j£125 on aU Average. 

Then the average attendance of Scholars in our schools : — 

Manufacturing Districts .... 24,889 
Rural Districts 15,658 



Total 40,547 
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For help to its schools, the Archdeaconry has to acknowledge 
grants from the National Society amounting to 21,105^. Also large 
sums from the Privy Council Committee on Education, from whom 
a return cannot be obtained. 

Then Confirmations : — 

1866 11,855 

1846 9,310 



Increase on 20 years '. . . 2,545 

I must not fail to remember the instraments by means of whicli 
this progress has been, and is so materially effected. 

We have a Church Extension Society, which has largely helped 
in the building 86 out of the 120 new churches, and in restoring 
and enlarging 75 old ones: by which above 65,000 of our addi- 
tional sittings have been obtained, above 40,000 being free, to- 
wards which its grants have been 49,814Z. It has also aided in 
building 90 parsonage-houses, the grants towards them being 
1 7,290/. And grateful am I to say that a church without a parson- 
age is now a very rare exception in the archdeaconry. It has aided, 
too, in increasing the endowments of 65 benefices which were under 
the value of 200Z. a yeai', towards which it has granted 8,465?. 
And it has lately added to its objects the giving aid to the building 
temporary churches in districts of large and populous parishes, and 
to additional clergy, whose work is to be confined to such districts : 
and thus a ready means is found of finding immediate help to meet 
cases where churches and endowments cannot at once be raised, 
its grant for this being 2,380?. 

Then there is the Poor Benefice Fund, which makes grants of 
200/. to a like sum raised by private means ; to which the Church 
Extension Society adds another 100/. ; and when they accept the 
case, this 500/. is met by another 500/. from the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. In this way nearly 40 poor benefices, out of the 
65 above mentioned, have been increased by 1,000/. each. There 
is an Archidiaconal Board of Education, which not only helps small 
poor schools, but also gives support to the Saltley Training School, 
which up to last year had supplied us with 92 masters, of which 
52 are still in the Archdeaconry ; and also to our own Training 
School at Derby, which has supplied us with 102 mistresses, of 
which 42 are still with us. 

There is a diocesan inspection of our schools by the rural deans, 
which is working with excellent effect; and last year there was 
established a scheme for giving prizes as rewards for progress in 
religious knowledge, which also promises well. There is a Theo- 
logical College at Lichfield, which is now educating above thirty 
young men for the ministry ; with the working of which the Bishop 
always expresses himself thoroughly satisfied. 

A school for the education of the middle classes is about to be 
established at Denstone, having its rise in the great liberality of 
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Sir Percival Heywood; an institution greatly needed, and from 
which great good may be hoped. 

To aid in Missions, there are many parochial associations of the 
Society for the Propagation of the Gospel, che increase of whose 
funds were from 325^. in 1831, to 1,474Z. m 1861; and of the 
Church Missionary Society, whose funds have increased from S8SI. 
in 1831, to 2,355/. in 1861 ; which should raise to a godly jealousy 
the friends of the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel. 

A Choral Association, acting with great effect in improving 
Church music, was established in 1856, on a plan designed by Mr. 
Mather, of Freehay, and carried out with vast zeal and effect by 
my devoted friend and predecessor. Canon Hutchinson. There is 
a choir master, who visits the choirs in union, (of which there are 
now 70 in the Archdeaconry), and who attends with and leads 
them at the different choral festivals, of which two have been held 
in the cathedral, the first in 1854, which consisted of 47 choirs, 
with 900 singers; the second in 1866, which consisted of 60 
choirs, with 1,200 singers : and others in various places, not only 
in the Archdeaconry, but in the Diocese at large, in years when 
such festivals were not held in the cathedral. Nor let any one 
think that improving the Church music, or the restoration of 
churches, or anything by which the public worship of God is 
adorned and elevated, is of small consequence. If he should, 
I desire him to look around at the beauty of God's creation, and 
consider whether it is not intended to lift up the heart to love and 
admiration of the fair beauty of holiness of Him who made it. 

This is the progress of the Church in Staffordshire; and it is 
surely a great matter of thankfulness — 

That the churches in the manufacturing districts have been 
trebled. 

That the clergy in these districts have been trebled. 

That the church sittings in these districts have been trebled. 

That in the rural districts, where the wants were not so great, 
the churches, clergy, and sittings have increased in rather above an 
equal ratio with the population. 

That the church services are so far above those of other times, 
and performed with increasing reverence and solemnity. 

That the children in our schools are reckoned by tens of thousands. 

That we have such increasing communions and communicants, 
as well as increasing weekly offertories. 

That our Missionary efforts are increasing. 

That church music is improving. 

That such church restoration is so rapidly moving forward, that 
few indeed of our churches are unseemly, and very many of them 
brought back to their original excellence and beauty. 

And that we have so many and such efficient instruments to aid us. 

And from whence have these instruments had their origin ; and 
what has been, and is, their controlling, ever vivifying power ? The 
Bishops. To take one instance only. It was Bishop Ryder who 
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originated the Church Extension Society. It was Bishop Butler 
who, wishing to strengthen and improve his predecessor's work, 
added to the Society's objects the giving aid towards building 
parsonage houses ; Bishop Bowstead helped as well as shattered 
health allowed ; and the present Bishop, by his munificent aid and 
unceasing watchfulness^ has been constantly giving new life to all 
its action. And as in this, so has it been in all other things. I 
say this not to flatter the living or the dead, but to remove the false 
notion, too industriously propagated, and too largely received, that 
Bishops are mere ornaments, instead of being a vast living power 
in the Church. 

And now I am prepared for the question, " What has been the 

moral and religious effect of all this work?" -I answer, " I believe 

very great." And, as far as this neighbourhood is concerned, I am 

borne out by the opinion of the late Mr. Thorneycroft, a man of 

sound judgment and of great knowledge in this matter, who said 

to me, now some few years ago, " I always expected much good 

from this great Church movement, but the good has far exceeded 

my expectations." I answer, too, by another question, "What 

would have been the state of the people without it ? " There are 

not a few here who can answer the question out of the writings of 

the poets, the philosophers, and the historians of Greece and 

Rome. We can all answer it out of the writings of the Apostles ; 

indeed out of the one awful summary in the first chapter of the 

Romans. 

I have spoken thankfully, I am sure not boastfully ; for I deeply 
feel how little has been done compared with what remains to be 
done. I thankfully acknowledge the munificent deeds of not a few 
of the laity, and the liberality of so many. But I mourn when I 
remember what numbers there are who do little or nothing for 
Christ's Church : a subject on which I know my friend Mr. Kettle 
is about to speak so well as to this immediate district ; and which 
is applicable to all districts. Indeed, when I think how vast a pro- 
portion of the enormous wealth of this country is spent for purposes 
of pleasure and of aggrandizement ; how many like beavers are 
wholly occupied in building up their houses, or looking upon their 
wealth as the great Babylon they have built for them and theirs, 
I cannot but tremble lest a mud deluge should smother, or a fire 
from within, the igniting of ungodly masses, should consume them. 
There is a mighty work to be done. Like all such works, it is 
only to be effected by a godly enthusiasm, (not fanaticism, there 
is nothing godly in that), and this enthusiasm being heavenly 
must be heaven born. Let us then strive to look upon every 
Sunday, every day, as a Pentecost, and pray for it as George 
Herbert does for Whit-Sunday. 

" Lord, though we change, Thou art the same, 
The same sweet God of Love and Light ; 
Restore this day, for thy great Name, 
Unto its ancient and miraculous right," 
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Mr. Rupert Kettle, County Court Judge of Worcestershire, 
also read a Paper on this subject. It was as follows : — 

No correct opinion can be formed of " The State and Progress 
of the Church '^ without knowing the position of the parochial 
rlergy, and the conditions under which they are called upon to 
discharge their pastoral duties. Incumbents of parishes in our 
great mining and manufacturing districts require in the execution 
of their divine mission to the poor, to the ignorant, and to the 
afflicted, much of both moral and material support from the rich 
and educated laity. I propose to show how little of such support 
is available to them in that part of StaflPordshire of which Wolver- 
hampton is the commercial centre. 

I will not trespass upon your attention by any attempt to show 
that the colours in which this district is so frequently painted are 
a shade too dark; for, after all, I should not be able to deny that 
there is some moral — as there is abundant physical — reason for 
affixing upon it the stigma of "Black Country." Nor should 
I think it necessary for my purpose, this morning, even if I had 
time, to compass the whole of this large district. The parishes 
upon the great Stafifbrdshire coal basin, with few bright exceptions, 
differ from commercial, rather than from ecclesiastical, causes. 
What is true as to the condition of one, will generally be found 
true in a greater or less degree as to all. They differ from each 
other according to the density of the population ; and this again 
depends upon the extent to which mining operations are developed, 
or upon the quantity of iron wrought into home manufactures. 
Under these circumstances I have thought it sufficient to treat of 
the condition of six of the most important parishes — or rather four 
parishes and two large townships — ^in South Staffordshire, namely, 
Eilston, Wednesbury, Darlaston, Tipton, Willenhall, and West 
Bromwich. To this I will add, from its local interest to-day, and 
from the facilities present for personal examination by those whose 
sympathies I may be fortunate enough to enlist, this great town ol 
AVolverhampton, with its grand old Mother Church, and its eight 
district parishes. 

Except the church of St. John, Wolverhampton, not one ne\T 
church had, at the end of the first quarter of the present century^ 
been built in any of these parishes since the Reformation. 

Wilkinson lighted his first "blast furnace ^^ in 1768, and built 
his first *' mill and forge ^' three years afterwards ; and from that 
time we date the enormous numerical growth of our population. 
Villages soon became towns, and new communities grouped them- 
selves, as it were by gravitation, around the great ironworks^ 
without even civil organization. In the year 1825, when the 
population had reached nearly 100,000, the ecclesiastical organi 
yiation remained the same as when wild flowers bloomed upou 
** Daisey Bank/' when children gamboled upon '^ Tipton Green,'' 
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and when the wayfarer left his road track to stroll amongst the 
heather as he crossed ." West Bromwich Heath/* 

Even when the old parish churches were enlarged, or repewed to 
economise space, the extra accommodation for public worship was 
sold to defray the cost of the works. In one instance, in 1815, 
this was effected by a process which combined the competition of 
an auction with the risk of a lottery; and as lately as 1825 one of 
these parishes, then with 14,000 population, and church accommo- 
dation for 750, in a petition to the Church Building Commissioners, 
iu reference to a comparatively small sum they had before expended 
in enlarging their parish church, state their incapacity to ^^ make 
a greater sacrifice." 

It pleased Almighty God, at His own chosen time, to bring the 
hearts and minds of men to a closer and more earnest attention to 
their sacred responsibilities. I know of no district which has 
henefited more by the renovated energy of the Church during the 
last thirty years than this of which I am treating. The seven old 
parishes are now divided into thirty-one, each with its church and 
incumbent ; and whereas in the times of our immediate predecessors 
a curate was practically a substitute for, and not an assistant of^ 
the rector or vicar, we have now in some — I wish I could say in 
all— of these parishes at least one curate working with the resident 
incumbent ; in some parishes two, and in the parish of St. Peter, 
Wolverhampton, five, three of whom have chapels of ease, with an 
independent charge. The Venerable Archdeacon, who has just 
preceded me, has gone so fully into this branch of the subject that 
I need only say as to the district of which I am speaking, that 
when the Church threw oflf the lethargy of the Georgian epoch, we 
had nine churches ; we have now forty-one. We had then either 
ten or eleven clergy, I cannot find out exactly which; we have 
now fifty-three. ' 

Building a church and providing subsistence for the incumbent 
is the first and most essential step in Church Progress ; but this 
alone does not establish a parish. I hold that, for the full develop- 
ment of our parochial system, it is necessary not only to make 
provision for the public worship of Almighty God, for the right 
administration of the sacraments, and for the execution of 
those holy offices which the priest takes upon himself at his 
induction to the cure of souls ; but also to provide for the incum- 
bent the means of bestowing a pastoral care upon the flock 
committed to his charge. The pastor works not only for, but with 
the parish. He requires the counsel of sympathising minds, the 
support of thoughtful influential laymen. Perhaps above all these, 
for bringing the roughest of his flock within the gentle influence of 
Christianity, he wants the tender aid of well-taught pious women. 

The great difficulty in now establishing a\i efficient parochial 
organization in the mining and manufacturing districts of this 
county, lies in the separation of the rich and educated from the 
poor and ignorant. I mean not only separalioxi iu o^m\^\^ ^\A 
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sentiment, but actual separation in locality, the rich living in oil^ 
place, and the poor in another. I do not seek to cast blame upoKi 
any one for this. The development of trade has enshrouded this 
once magnificent landscape in clouds of smoke, and the fields, so 
lately bright with verdure, are now loaded with grim debris raised 
by the miner from the depths of the earth. We cannot be surprised 
that the rich, and even the " well-to-do/^ make their homes in our 
still beautiful suburban villages, leaving behind them the smoke- 
begrimed masses to the care of the pastor of the parish frora 
which their income is derived, who has to guide and to guard his 
blackened flock, with little protection for his own position, with 
only precarious aid, and without the companionship, and sometimes 
without even the sympathy of those whose duty it is to sustain and 
to comfort him. 

I have prepared some tables to show the extent to which this 
evil, which, for want of a better phrase I will call '^ absenteeism,*' 
prevails in the eight old parishes I have mentioned. I must again 
plead the pressure of time for not reading the whole of them. To 
point ray argument, and promote discussion this morning, it is 
sufficient if I take fair representative instances. To begin, then, at 
the south with West Bromwich. In Christ Church there are ia 
the last poor rate 11 ratepayers assessed at sums at and above 
200/. a year, of whom only 1 is resident in the parish ; 8 at lOOf- 
and under 200Z., of whom 3 are resident; at 50/. and under lOO/.j 
26, of whom 22 are resident ; and so as the amount of rating 
is lower, the residents are in proportionately greater numbers, fol 
of 86 rated at 30/. and under 50/. only two are absent, and of those 
rated at 20/. and under 30/., out of 164 rated, only six reside out 
of the parish. In St. Peter's, of the ratepayers assessed at and 
above 200/. there are 10, of whom not one is resident ; at 100/. and 
under- 200/., 5, of whom only 2 are resident. In the next group^ 
4, of whom 2 reside; then we come to the turning point at 30/- 
and under 50/., 14, of whom 9 reside; and at 20/. and under 30/.j 
we find 10 rated, all of whom live in the parish, the same numbei 
rated as those at 200/., all of whom are absentees. 

I will now leave West Bromwich, and take a parish from Tipton. 
In St. Paul's, Tipton, of 20 ratepayers assessed at and above 200/.. 
only 2 reside in the parish; at 100/. and under 200/., of 9, 4 reside. 
The turning point is one group higher in this parish ; for of 23 
rated at 50/. and under 100/., only 3 are absent ; at 30/. and undei 
50/. of 60, only 2 ; and at 20/. and under 30/., of 87, only on€ 
absentee. 

In Wednesbury, 26 are rated at and above 200/., of whom I 
only reside in the parish; at 100/. and under 200/., 14, of whom 
9 are resident; and then dividing the groups as before, of 33. 
26 ; of 86, 77, until we come to those at 20/. and under 30/., 166 
of whom only 14 live away from Wednesbury. 

I know how dangerous generalizing in figures is, and how liable 
we are to draw wrong inferences of fact from averages and 
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aggregates. I have, therefore, as to these three parishes, West 
Bromwich, Tipton, and Wednesbury, adopted a means, from 
another secular source, of proving the substantial correctness of 
my figures. Income-tax is paid where profit is earned. Inhabited 
H house-duty is paid where it is spent. The income-tax is a delicate 
subject to deal with. I have, therefore, lest I should be thought 
to indicate too nearly individual tax -payers, bracketed these three 
old parishes. According to the best information I am able to 
obtain, and which may be relied upon as sufficiently accurate for 
our purpose, the persons charged upon incomes at and above 800/. 
a-year in West Bromwich, Wednesbury, and Tipton, together 
number 80 ; whilst in the same three old parishes the number of 
houses, including hotels, large retail shops^ and the like, assessed 
to the inhabited house duty, at and above 100/. per annum, is 
only 18. 

After this confirmation of my data, I go back with confidence to 
the poor levy book and to local information as to residence. 

Before coming to Wolverhampton, I will take one other parish, 
or rather township, Bilston. There, the number of ratepayers at 
and above 200/. a year, is 21, of whom only five reside in any part 
of Bilston. At 100/. and under 200/., 48, of whom 23 are residents. 
At 50/. and under 100/., 1 10, of whom 78 reside. At 30/. and 
under 50/., 143, of whom still 103 only are resident. In this 
parish it is not until we come to ratings at 20/. and under 30/., that 
what I have called the turning point is reached, and even at that 
-^the end of the scale I have taken — in 186 ratepayers there are 86 
absentees. In Bilston, of the 4,784 houses rated to the poor, only 
38 are assessed at a gross rental at or over 50/. a year — the highest 
at 72/.^ and that is a public-house. 

The Wolverhampton table has been printed for the present use 
of members of Congress.* It will be found, upon examination, 
to confirm the impression produced by facts derived from other 
parts of this district. For instance, there are three of the poorer 
parishes in Wolverhampton in which, together, there are 25 
assessments at and above 200/. a year, without a single resident in 
either. Even in the central parish of St. Peter, the principal place 
for the retail trade of the town, of 16 ratepayers paying upon a 
rating of 200/. a year and upwards, four only are resident. At 

1100/. and under 200/., 67, of whom 48 live in the parish. At 50/. 
and under 100/., 151, of whom 107; at 30/. and under 50/., 179, 
of whom 140 are residents ; and here, again, at the lowest, 20/. 
and under 30/. of 169, only 21 are absentees. The only exception 
I to this state of things is in the parish of St. Mark, our " West 
end " parish ; there the absentees are comparatively few, for of five 
rated at and above 200/. only 2 are absent ; of 20 rated at 100/. 
and under 200/. all but 3 are residents. At 50/. and under 100/., 
of 73, only 6 are non-resident.. At 30/. and under 50/., 137, of 
whom 126, and at 20/. and under 30/.-, 144, of whom 130 live 
I * See Appendix A at the end of the volume. 
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in the parish. The totals for the nine parishes in Wolverhamptoc 
show the general result that of 68 of the largest ratepayers, onr 
1 2, or rather more than one-sixth, reside in any part of Wolver 
hampton. Of the next group, at 100/. and under 200/., 84 out o 
159 reside, or rather more than one-half. Of the next, 254 out o 
382, or exactly two-thirds ; at 30/. and under 50/., 586 ratepayers 
about one-fifth of whom are absent ; and at 20/. and under 30/. 
702, of whom only between a seventh and an eighth are non- 
residents. 

Although I attach by far the highest importance to the with- 
drawal of the moral support from the clergy by this disintegratior 
of parishes, still, as my view of the subject would be incomplete 
without it, I must consider the pecuniary effect of absenteeism 
I enter upon this in no complaining spirit, and I am happy tc 
commence with the assurance that in this diocese the Church is, ir 
some essential matters, well supported by the rich laity. It is it 
the means of fulfilling the every day duties of the pastoral office 
of the clergy, in executing " parish work," that the Church requires 
under the special circumstances of this district, much more pecu 
niary aid. In the language of an incumbent who, with abou 
7,500 souls in his charge, receives in subscriptions to his parochia 
institutions, from rich non-residents only 5/., and that for hi; 
schools, the incumbent says, "It is in the ordinary workia| 
expenses of a parish that the efi'ect of non-residence is felt. Fo 
special objects, the owners of works, &c, respond pretty freely.^' 

I may be permitted to read two or three short descriptions of th< 
conditions under which parochial responsibility is borne in some o 
the parishes from which my tables were taken. One vicar of j 
parish, containing in 1861, 6,000 souls, has for his church 300/. 
for his schools 40/. per annum ; this is derived, 80/. from endow 
ment, 149/. from the Ecclesiastical Commission, and the remainde 
from seat rents and fees. He says, " 1 am left almost single 
handed to carry on the Church^s work, and am almost deprived o 
the society of those whose presence in the neighbourhood wouh 
help so much in every way." Another vicar says, " The pew 
formerly brought a much higher sum ; the wealthy classes hav^ 
gone away, and few of sufficient means are left to supply thei 
place." A third writes, " Those who have made their wealth her 
do nothing for Church or schools." A local dignitary of our Churcl 
— himself the incumbent of a town parish — says, amongst othe 
things (I wish I could read the whole of his valuable communica 
tion), ..." Their homes are elsewhere, and their interests ar 
confined to their homes. . . . Indeed, they know nothing of thei 
workpeople's families in their troubles. The ill effect of this stat 
of things is greater to the pastor than their non- assistance c 
money. It produces a hard stiffness in the people.'^ It is un 
necessary I should continue th^se quotations : I am, howevei 
tempted to give one other; it is from a churchwarden, who, in th 
absence of his vicar, was kind enough to supply me with som 
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figures I required. He says, " The effect of non-residence is very 
prejudicial, for when parties are called upon for contributions, they 
make an excuse for not giving so much, that they have to support 
the Church and institutions of the place where they reside ; they 
are also imperfectly acquainted with the wants and requirements 
of the parish, from which their income is derived." 

This forces upon our attention that practice of solicitation and 
canvassing for Church institutions, which, whilst it is subversive of 
one-half the double blessing of charity — that which falls upon the 
giver— tends practically to impair the authority of those whose 
sacred duty it is to rebuke alike the poor and the rich. 

I have formed, upon what I believe to be correct data, the 
opinion that the class who contribute most of this world's goods 
in aid of the work of the ministry in these mining and manu- 
facturing districts, and that not relatively only, but positively, are 
the clergy themselves. One incumbent has spared this year from 
his own wealth as much as 800Z. to accomplish his Master's work 
given to him in charge. Others, I know, of their abundance give 
much. I also know there are humble servants of their Lord 
working daily and faithfully in His ministry — working amongst 
those smoke begrimed masses of whom I have before spoken, our 
brothers and sisters, in right of a common paternity— ^to whom 
every shilling — and they are many — dispensed in feeding the 
hungry in their visits to the fatherless and the widows in their 
affliction, in binding up the broken-hearted, must be followed by a 
corresponding deprivation of the amenities and even the comforts 
of their own household. 

I should have been very glad, had time permitted, to raise the 
question of the extra moral support which I believe is required by 
the pastor of a district where the population, rough in manner and 
impulsive in action, is endowed with indomitable energy, and yet 
with hearts always open to generous influences. In a district 
where the occupations of daily life discourage religious thought ; 
where man is surrounded by enormous forces made and controlled 
by his fellow-man, producing results — at once so vast and so 
minute as to draw the untrained mind with wonder to the creature, 
rather than elevate it to adoration with the Creator. Colliers and 
ironworkers, toiling amidst the spoils won from the ravaged earth, 
do not discover the same omnipresent God, directing, through 
nature's laws, the motion of the steam-engine, whom the peasant 
sees upon the uncoutaminated face of Nature, clothing the hills 
with spring verdure, covering the plains with autumn corn, and 
raising his grateful mind up from scenes of irresistible beauty to 
the worship of the omnipresent Ruler of the Seasons — the 
omniscient " Lord of the Harvest.^^ 

1 should have been glad also to have said a few words upon the 
bright exceptions to which I have before referred. I cannot con- 
clude without making two practical suggestions, arising out of my 
Bubject. Commending to your attention, as beaviu^ w^jqw \Jc\a 
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spiritual agency for rcctifyiog the evils arising from the unbalancing 
of moral and social influences in these parishes, to the papers and 
discussions at the Congress at Norwich, upon " The Duty of the 
Church to the Home Population/^ and those upon ''Parochial 
Organisation," and "Lay Agency in Church Work," last year at 
York ; I venture — confining myself to my own province as a lay- 
man — to say the time has now arrived when the Church should be 
* relieved of the duty of collecting, as alms money, to be devoted to 
the purpose of education. I cannot now enter into arguments to 
support this proposition^ but its importance will be evident when 
we refer to the Wolverhampton table, and see what a large propor- 
tion — about half — of the money collected by the Church in this 
town is now devoted to schools. 

I further suggest that, having regard to the modern distribution 
of population, and the severance of classes morally bound together, 
that the area from which the Church should draw aid for eleemo- 
synary purposes should be extended beyond the geographical 
boundary of old parishes. I know of no reason why diocesan 
societies should not be formed for this, as they have already beau 
for other purposes, when it was thought desirable that in a com- 
munity of parishes the rich should be afforded an opportunity of 
helping the poor. 

My facts are local; the evil they expose is, I fear, becoming' 
national. I will not presume to usurp the authority of those who 
should spiritually exhort and admonish, but I venture to assert 
with confidence that there is at present urgent necessity to adopt 
some acceptable means of bringing the great employers of labour, 
wherever they may reside, face to face with the responsibility of 
providing for the moral and spiritual welfare of the people from 
whose labour their wealth is derived. I now press earnestly upon 
the attention of Congress the consideration of the . effect of 
absenteeism upon ''The State and Progress of the Church in 
Staffordshire.^' 



ADDEESSES AND DISCUSSION. 

The Earl of Harrowbt delivered the following address : — 

The total amount distributed by the Ecclesiastical Commission over the whole of 
England will, at the close of next year, have reached ten millions of money, of which 
two millions will have been obtained from the voluntary gifts of the laity and thd 
clergy, and eight millions from the better management of Church property. 

This diocese will then have received 666,000^. out of this eight millions, in three 
forms ; that of meeting benefactions, that of unconditional grants to large popula- 
tions, and that of satisfying the claims of places where Church property has become 
vested in the common fund of the Commission. 

The first form is tbat of meeting with equal amounts benefactions offered to the 
Commission, and no other diocese has taken greater advantage of this form of grant. 
Since the institution of the Commission, about 120,OOOZ. will have been— thanks to 
the invitations to us to do our duty, which have been pressed upon us by your lord- 
ship and your excellent predecessors — offered from this diocese, and met by grants to 
the same amount. 

The second form is that of increasing unconditionally the incomes of the clergy 
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hiving large populations in their charge. The Commission gave about 200,0002. to 
thia diocese under this head, prior to 1858, and in 1863 augmented to 3002. a-year all 
livings in public patronage having populations of 10,000 people, and have gradually 
decreased their limit, until next year they reach populations of 4,000 persons. The 
grants in this respect will then be equivalent to the amount of 370,000Z. 

The third form is that of increasing the incomes of benefices of places where pro- 
perty vested in the Commission is situated. Under this head falls the provision made 
in 1848 by a special Act of Parliament, passed in favour of the parish of Wolver- 
hampton. The then present value of the reversionary interest of the Commission in 
the eitates of Wolverhampton College was calculated, and an equivalent annuity 
diitributed amongst the Wolverhampton benefices. The estates of the College t)f 
Wolverhampton were generally held on long leases, likely to continue throughout the 
greater part of the century, and it was felt that the special circumstances of Wolver- 
hampton justified an anticipation of the resources which would ultimately become 
available. Of course the ultimate resources were diminished exactly in the degree of 
this anticipation. In 1860 the same principle of anticipation was, to a limited extent, 
applied to the other estates vested in the Commission ; and the local claims are now 
taken into consideration as soon as the present value of the reversionary interest is 
sufficient to raise the income of each living to the required amount of 3002. a year. 
This principle is at present not fully carried out in this diocese, neither the Bishop 
nor the Chapter having ceased to renew their beneficial leases. That it will at some 
fotare period have a considerable effect, is evident from the fact, that the tithe- 
nmt charges alone belonging to those two corporations within the diocese amount to 
10,00OZ. a year. In York diocese, where both Archbishop and Chapter at an early 
period put an end to the renewal of beneficial leases, one-sixth of .the whole number 
of livings in the diocese has been augmented (generally) to 300/. a year, mainly in con- 
Kqnence of the local claims upon the estates. In this diocese, only livings where pre- 
hendal estates were situated have as yet derived advantage from this form of augmentar 
tion,and the value of these grants up to this time may be placed at 175,000/. 

These three amounts, 120,000/., 370,000/., and 176,000/., making together 665,000/., 
i^^Ktesent pretty accurately the proportion of the eight millions above-mentioned, 
^hich will have fallen to the share of this diocese, in addition to 120,000/. drawn from 
private contributions, making on the whole a sum of 785,000/. due directly and indi- 
'Betiy to the operations of the common fund of the Ecclesiastical Commission within 
^is diocese. 

Kow it has been suggested that the manipulation of Church property might have 
heen, or be now, more advantageously left to diocesan bodies than to a central board. 
I^ow it is quite clear that the limit of the operations of a Diocesan Board would be 
that of the value of the ecclesiastical property within its ambit ; while the common 
^d of the Ecclesiastical Commission, arising from the whole kingdom, is applied 
(subject only to the local claims) wherever there is the greatest need ; and it is to that 
provision that this diocese is so much indebted. The local claims within it, already 
considered and disposed of to the extent of 175,000/., may be taken as the measure 
of the whole relief which a diocesan fund could have afforded ; and that, from the 
necessity of anticipating values, with great difficulty ; and the measure of the advan- 
tage derived by this diocese from the power of appealing to a common fund, will b© 
foQnd in the amounts which have been given in unconditional grants, and in grants 
^hich have been made to meet the liberality of the inhabitants of the diocese, to the 
extent of 490,000/. ; to which if the 120,000/. so drawn from the inhabitants be added, 
yoQ have a total of advantage from a common fund over a diocesan fund to the extent 
of above 600,000/. 

It is not, then, within this diocese at least, that we shall find advocates of a 
^ocesan in preference to a common fund. Indeed, looking to the other great hives 
of industry, with- their rapidly increased and increasing populations, the Lancashires 
Mid the Yorkshires of our land, where would they have been or be without a common 
fcnd to look to ] What are the resources of Church property within their own 
Jjordersl With the exception of Durham and London, almost none, absolutely none 
in proportion to their wants. 

Indeed, without some such central Board, the Reformed Church of England 
absolutely wants that power of adapting her resources to her occasions, which in 
Papal times she possessed. A bull from the Pope had always the power to sanction 
ftRdistribution of its revenues, to abstract tithes from the purposes of a parish in 
which at the time it was conceived that they were not required, or when it was 
thought that they were more wanted elsewhere, and to attach them to monastic foun- 
4tion8, to colleges, or to cathedrals, as the case might be. A great p8.TtoCl\v<i ^q\^ 

D 
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of the CommiBsion is jast this very thing, only with the advantage of leaying to the 
parishes, within which the resources arise, provision for the maintenance of a resident 
clergyman, with his exemplary, and generally numerovs family, instead of the occa- 
sional visit of the monk of a neighbouring monastery, or priest from a cathedral. 

There is the further advantage that, while these abstractions from parochial pur- 
poses were made under the authority of a foreign Bishop, the present restoration to 
such purposes is made by a board consisting mainly of all the Bishops of England, 
acting under the sanction of a British Parliament. 

We do not know what the further resources of the Ecclesiastical Commission may 
be, when they will have spent next year the ten millions I have spoken of. So long, 
for instance, as beneficial leases are renewed by ecclesiastical corporations, the increased 
income derivable from the termination of that system cannot be realized. In the case of 
Bishops, this depends only on the time of the next vacation of the Bishopric, but in 
the case of Chapters, Parliament has not yet fixed any period for the termination of 
the existing system. After it has ceased, the date of the realization of the impro7e- 
ment depends upon the ages and existence of the lives, and upon the terms of yean 
upon which the estates are leased. We have therefore no certain knowl^ge what 
.further amount may be attainable. But this we know, that they cannot adequately 
meet the case of the parochial clergy, even of the larger populations only. 

Surely 300^. a-year is not excessive for the incumbents of such parishes, and yet it 
will require a sum of not less than two millions, in order to raise to that amount the 
incomes of the clergy with less than 4,000 population, but more than 2,000; and a 
further sum of the same amount for those who have less than 2,000, but more than 
1,000 persons under their charge. I say nothing of the curates who will be required 
in most of these cases to assist the incumbent in the discharge of the various duties 
now expected from the clergy of the larger populations. But taking for the present 
the case of the incumbents only, and making no provision for growing population, 
but taking that as it is, let us look at the still outstanding requirements of our 
own diocese under these conditions. We have still 60 beneficed clergy in charge of 
populations between 4,000 and 2,000, and 60 others with populations between 2, 000 
and 1,000, with incomes below the modest standard which we have taken of 300l> 
a-year. In order to raise these two classes severally to that standard, whether in publics 
patronage, unconditionally, or in private patronage, on condition of half beio^ 
provided elsewhere, grants severally of 200,000Z. will be required — making a tota*^ 
of 400,000?. Add the expense of 200 parsonages yet required within the diocese, whic^ 
may be taken roughly at about 300,000?., and the total required, under those limited 
conditions, for our own diocese, is about 700,000?. Where is this to be found 1 

Private benevolence has already done somewhat ; it may be hoped that it will ^^ 
more ; and that the responsibilities of growing wealth to growing population may t^^ 
every day more and more acknowledged. 

Something also may specially be done by impropriators of tithes. No one ca-"^ 
pretend that there is any legal claim upon them. These tithes have been inherits ^ 
or purchased without any such expressed or implied obligation. But at the sanv- ^ 
time, the example of appropriated tithes, restored in whole or in part by the work C^ 
the Ecclesiastical Commission to the parochial clergy, the growing interest in th^^ 
question, the necessity, with the increasing wants of the individual clergy from th^^ 
greater expenses of living, of improving their incomes, if the services of fitting me^ 
are to be secured — all these considerations will, I have no doubt, turn the benevoleo. ^ 
attention of many lay tithe-owners to the subject, and not be without their fruits. Stil-j^ 
the main resource must lie in a continuance of that common fund of the Ecclesiastics^^ 
Commission, the beneficent results of which I have placed before you. 

Let us be jealous of any material encroachments upon its resources from an^ 
quarter. Let us recollect what it is that we mean by improving the condition an^ 
increasing the numbers of our parochial clergy. We do not mean an act of charity^ 
or even of justice, to certain meritorious individuals, however well-deserved it mightr 
be ; but we mean securing an adequate supply of men for the benefit of our population^ 
such as our clergy generally are, men refined themselves by education and habits, bnl> 
not unfitted for afifectionate and friendly intercourse with the humblest ; the centres o^ 
education and civilization to communities, many of which would be totally without^ 
such influences but for their authorized and constant presence. We have heard from 
the preceding speaker of the evils arising to our great towns from the increasing' 
"absenteeism " of the educated and the wealthy. What would have been the condi- 
tion of things, if the resources to which I have been calling your attention had not 
been available, and the condition of our Church in the great towns had remained 
what it was in 1837 1 But further, a parochial clergy means schools, establisdied. 
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and Buperintended, and encouraged. It means every device of modem philanthropy, 
orig^ted, or taken up and fostered. It means the best example of a family held 
up in the lowest regions of poverty and neglect—and all this over and above the 
ordimuy ministrations of religion, the instruction, the advice^ the consolation, which 
vithout their presence would in many cases be totally wanting. 

I do not undervalue the zeal and the piety of our Nonconformist brethren; and 
the Church of Christ, and, if the Church of Christ, then surely our own Church, is 
under deep obligations for the share which they have taken in all good works, and 
for the extent to which they have supplied her lack of service. But there is much 
that none but the Established Church can do, and we must not cripple her resources 
for this great work. 

I have done. You will forgive a Staffordshire man, if, seeing what has been done 
for his diocese, and what still remains to do, he attaches great value to the operations 
of the common fund of the Ecclesiastical Commission, and wishes to extend this 
feeling, through the means of this great gathering, to a wider circle. 

The Bev. J. H. Iles (Rector of St. Peter's, Wolverhampton) delivered the fol- 
lowing Address:^ 

I most first thank the incumbents and working men who have supplied me with 
statistics and opinions on the subject about which 1 have to speak, and have thus 
enabled me to give you the results of their experience as well as of my own. The 
firet particular which I shall bring forward does not say much for the progress of 
Staffordshire, namely, the ability of newly-married persons to sign their names on 
the register : twenty-six years ago there were six counties worse than Staffordshire in 
thia respect, now there is only one : Staffordshire was then ten per cent, now it is 
Krenteen per cent, lower than the average of England and Wales. I cannot account 
for this, unless the reason of a working man given to me be valid : ** The populous 
parts of Staffordshire," he said, ** have lately become one continuous town, and in 
these days towns are the refuge of all the discontented country folk, so that no 
wonder uiey are so bad." Wolverhampton was twenty -five per cent, now it is only 
twenty per cent, lower than the average of England and Wales, and though only one 
jaige town is now worse, still only one large town has made a greater progress in the 
iMt twenty -five years. We pass on then from this marriage register test of adult 
location, which I believe to be a good one and reliable, to consider how many of 
•och adults have attended school very irregularly or not at all. Returns from fifty 
parishes in all parts of Staffordshire show that out of 900 children between the ages 
of seven and twelve years, 800 were neither at work nor at school during the three 
inonths ending September last. Allowing that 100 ^ere kept away from school by 
sickness, and that chief of domestic reasons, the baby, there were still 200 absent 
owing to the poverty or indifference of their parents. So far as poverty was con- 
<^ed, the guardians of the poor have the power to pay for the schooling of the 
duldren of all parents receiving outdoor relief, but they seldom exercise it, and two 
out of every four of such children are not at school. But poverty is not the chief 
'eason, and, where it exists, it is owing far less to the lack of employment than to 
vice. What can we do for such children 1 

It is easy to say, ** Lessen the school payments," but that means a ragged school, 
to which I object. A ragged school is like opening a hospital on purpose to 
meet an epidemic of whooping-cough, when the proper course is to get rid of the 
Jjooping-cough, and to get rid of the causes which keep the children from school. 
That^ however, is not so much the work of the clergy as people are apt to believe. 
In anv district it is easy to point out the streets in which the children do not go to 
school Where the dwellings are bad and ill-drained and squalid and miserable, there 
the parents are the customers of the public-house, and then the children do not get 
to school The greatest amount of the drunkenness which abounds is simply owing 
to the miserable dwellings to which so many of the working classes are consigned. 

Here is a work for owners of property, and the civic authorities ; once give a man 
^t self-respect which he will feel as the occupier of a decent house, and as a rule 
he will take care of his children and their schooling. And now with regard to those 
»ho do attend our day and Sunday schools, what is the effect upon them 1 There 
aie many encouraging reports in which constant and consistent communicants 
«to he traced back to the Sunday school ; but, after all, it is evident the Sunday 
school is not doing the work we expected of it. In the first place, if the Sunday 
•hool is to do any good it must have good teachers. That, at least, ii what I 
hare been toM by parents in answer to my inquiries. 

It is worse than useless to make children spend a couple of hours with a teacher 
who simply h^rs them read, and that not with half the life and iii\A\\\g,eikfift ^i \}qa\s; 

d2 
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. regular day-school teacher. In the next place the school and chnrch mnst be kept 
distinct ; to have to go to school, and then to be compelled to sit through a long 
church service, is the very best recipe for producing the determination to imitate 
** father " at the earliest opportunity, whom the child left comfortable by the fire, or just 
going out for a pleasant walk. The church service should be the first consideration ; 
it should be short, and adapted to children, with plenty of joyous music which they 
have been taught to join in ; if you have the time and the right teachers, let the 
Sunday-school be added to the Sunday course, but distinct from the church services ; 
there is a work for both to do, but the whole will be a failure if either interferes with 
the other. I pass on now to the consideration of the non-attendance of the working 
classes at church, and, from a number of opinions given to me, I can find no one 
general reason; there is certainly no hostility, but there is much indifference; 
perhaps there is very much in what one working man has told me, *' That if it were 
not the fashion of the middle classes to attend church, they would be just as con- 
spicuous in their absence as the working classes are." But the universal cry of the 
working men is that the upper classes have no sympathy with them, and that the 
clergy do not take that interest in them which they do in those who have for years 
past been in the habit of attending the church. A working man desires, if he 
attends the church, that the clergy shall take the same interest in him as he does 
in the well-paying portion of the congregation, and that he shall be received at the 
church with the same welcome that is accorded to them. And the complaint of 
the working men is that this is not so, that if they go to church they are 
treated as if they were expected to go to heaven by a bye-road, whilst the wealthy 
portion of the community were to go on the great high-road that was put before 
them. Now I think that if we can only remove this feeling, one of the greatest 
diflBiculties now met with will be overcome. At present there is a great guH 
between the working classes and those above them on this matter as well as o'D- 
Reform ; but I do not see any reason why that gulf should not be bridged ove"r» 
and I think I may say that in various parts of Staffordshire that has been t^ 
a great extent accomplished. But it depends more upon the congregation thfi^''^ 
upon the clergyman to accomplish this : a few churlish seatholders often keep tl^* 
church empty of the working classes. 

Among minor reasons for non-attendance given by individuals, 1 find long sermon-^ 
short sermons, too much and too little music, pews, hard, cold free sittings, &c. ; ai»-^ 
I infer from these contradictories that your service should not be all of one stere^^^* 
typed form; short sermons in the morning, longer in the evening, but never dry, nev^^ 
written to kill time, always instructive; a working man never thinks an evening 
sermon of this description too long; so again, more music in your services for youn.^ 
people, but no additions of it to an old-fashioned service for an old-fashioned cot^^ 
gregation, always remembering that those who are not good scholars cannot follo'^^ 
rapid singing. Let us also interest the working men by giving them work in tb^ 
church, especially that work which they are always so ready to perform, whether a^ 
wardens, or deacons, or members of the choirs. By such means as theso we shal^ 
gain their hearts, and when once the hearts of the working classes are wanned if^ 
the work they will never leave it. 

The Rev. Dr. Feashr (Vicar of Alton).— Progress not only implies retrospect, but i"*^ 
implies prospect also. We cannot advance without new and wider views opening 
before us. 1 will employ the ten minutes which have fallen to my lot in dwelling or*- 
one particular feature of the prospect which, I believe, is at the present moment open-* 
jng before the diocese of Lichfield. I refer especially to the prospect of our holding » 
Diocesan Synod. I understand, and I think it is generally understood, that th© 
esteemed Bishop of our diocese is by no means averse to such a Synod being held, if it> 
be the general wish of the clergy and laity of the diocese that one should be held, 
(Applause.) On that point I am able personally to give some very convincing testi' 
mony. There is a wide-spread wish throughout the diocese in favour of such an 
assembly being called together. I have attended several large and important ruri- 
decanal meetings in all parts of the archdeaconry of Stafford— some in the North and 
some in the South, in the Moorlands, in the Potteries, and in the manufacturing 
districts. These were not small Chapters of clergy merely, but large and crowded 
meetings of forty and sixty members. The churchwardens and lay consultees were 
present at them in considerable numbers. At every one of these meetings, after the 
Bubject had been formally introduced and largely discussed in all its practical bearings 
— ^after schemes had been investigated, and criticisms on them freely advanced, in every 
case resolutions were unanimously passed aflfirming the desirableness of holding a 
Diocesan Synod, and commending the question to the wise consideration of the Bishop. 
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l^ow, why is there this desire on the part of the clergy for a Diocesan Synod 1 It is 
called into existence first and before all by a longing to have the formal counsel and 
co-operation of the pious, intelligent, and influential laity in carrying out the work of 
the Church. We wish for a Diocesan Synod, that in it we may meet with the faith- 
ftil Uity, and may be helped in our deliberations by their advice. We cannot strengthen 
the connexion between the clergy and the laity too greatly. And in a Diocesan Synod 
the laity ought to be present in equal numbers with the clergy. " To these assemblies 
came laity not a few," says a learned authority on the subject. I will venture to submit 
some of the details of a plan for a Diocesan Synod to the Congress ; for tne question, 
with U8, has passed from the region of theory into that of practical criticism. In a 
diocese so extensive as the diocese of Lichfield, with such a large number of clergy and 
churchwardens, the Synod must consist of elected members. The scheme I hold in 
my hand gives an assembly of about 300 members. Of these about 114 would be 
permanent members, and 192 representative members. There would be, according to 
this scheme, the three Archdeacons, the Vicar-General, the Dean and Chapter, the 
Convocation Proctors, and the forty-eight Rural Deans, together with the Registrars 
and Proctors of the Consistorial Court, and also those members of both Houses of the 
Legislature residing in the diocese, who should be invited by the Bishop ; in all about 
lU. To these I would add two representative clergy from each rural deanery, and 
one lay consultee and one churchwarden elected by each rural deanery. This would 
give ninety-six elected clergy and ninety-six elected laity, and the total number of the 
Synod will be the manageable number of 300 members. The list of lay consultees in 
this diocese includes almost all the names of the influential Churchmen in it. Church- 
wardens constitute also an intelligent and practical body of laity. Such a scheme 
will secure for the clergy the co-operation of landowners, professional men, leading 
^A&u&cturers, and all who are zealous among the laity for the cause of the Church. 
And such a gathering, presided over by a Bishop who would bring to the position the 
wisdom, the kindliness, and, above all, the impartiality of the Bishop of Lichfield, 
^nnot &il to achieve great results for the Church. (Applause.) We look into the 
^ture of the Church, and we see dangers coming. We need the counsel of the faith- 
™i Uity to enable us to meet them. The Church of late years has been strengthening 
Jw stakes and lengthening her cords ; but her enemies have not been idle on their side. 
There is already looming on the horizon a cloud like a hostile hand — I may say, like 
» robber's hand. But let the Bishop, the clergy, and the laity, be woven together in 
that threefold cord which is not quickly broken, and though its strands may be strained 
oy the storm they will yet hold firm. Yes, let us have Diocesan Synods not only in 
OQr own, but in each diocese in England ; let all — both clergy and laity— join in one, 
with one heart and one mind, with combined zeal and combined r»ounsel, for a common 
ohject, the promotion of the Church's welfare and of the Church's work, and then let 
the tempest come, if come it must ; we shall be able to stand against it. (Cheers.) 

Mr. Bbrbsford Hope, M.P. (Stoke-upon-Trent).— I should not have presumed to 
address the Congress so early had I not felt that, able and exhaustive as the Papers 
we that have been read, they are — with the exception of that of the Venerable Arch- 
deacon—papers on the state of the Church in the South, or manufacturing districts, 
Jatber than on the whole county, including the Northern district. I am personally 
Well acquainted with that part of the county, having long been intimately associated 
with it, and I am desirous that strangers should go away with the idea that Staffbrd- 
»hire is not a county of manufacturers entirely— great and famous as it may be in that 
respect — ^but that there are districts in which the sound of hammers and the smoke of 
the blastfurnaces are unknown — a land of rocks, of grouse moors, and of cheese- 
^ing. The northern part of the county, consisting of large tracts of wild grouiid, 
and known as the Moorlands, belong, in geological character, to the same district 
of England as the Peak of Derbyshire, and together with that runs far into Yorkshire, 
forming what is called the chain of Pennine hills. A considerable portion of that 
^tric^ however, is in the county of Stafford, and all the Derbyshire portion in the 
diocese of Lichfield ; and I wish to point out what might be done there, not merely as 
» county, but as a diocesan question ; for I apprehend that the Congress is held not so 
iDuch in and for the county of Stafibrd, as in and for the whole diocese of Lichfield, 
^y or sixty years ago there was no part of England in which the Church was in a 
"lore lamentable condition than in North Staffordshire — isolated from the world, 
lutving no roads ; and all the stories which we have heard of the destitution and 
inferior attainments of the mountain clergy of Westmoreland and Cumberland was 
«qaally true of the Moorlands of Staffordshire. Experiments had been tried in many 
places, and the result had been that, where the Church had gone forward in the right 
direction, and its genuine system had been tried, persona g\ad\^ wie«^\.^^\\»\.'iv2tC\vv^v 
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and 9ii')m*tfc3l to its iaflasnce, anl lovdd th3 full complem3Qt of servioea aud decent 
order ; for the people of Staff jrdshire, with that broad northera love of reality, and those 
other qualities which mark the people of North Staffordshire as belonging practically to 
the northern portion of Enj^land, warmly came forward and accepted the Church more- 
ment. But it should be recollected that in consequence of the insufficiency of their in- 
come, the social position of the clergy in North Staffordshire is restricted. As a financial 
matter it was impossible to expect the parochial system to be minutely organized in 
these wild and sparsely populated tracts. I therefore appeal to Congress on their 
behalf to recognise the need of a missionary organization. You have often heard 
it stated that it is desirable that there should be greater co-operation in the Church 
of England : that there should be an extension of the more elastic system of mission- 
chapels. Here then is your field to try the experiment, for I have no doubt that if » 
small body of clergy were sent to work among the people in the northern part of the 
county, in the faith and love of Christ, the same good result, the same religioo^ 
revival which have attended the efforts of the Methodists and of the preaching friars it^ 
the Church of Rome, would crown their labours, while that which is reprehensible 
in either system will not, I hope, find a place amongst us. That which the Charcl^ 
of EiUgland has too much neglected is what, with its faults, is productive of mae^ 
good among those bodies — the work, I mean, of co-operative zeaL If the peopl^ 
of Staffordshire mean to buckle themselves to the Church work now being carri^-^' 
on in Wolverhampton, Wednesbury, Bilston, and other places, I would call upo:^ 
them not to forget the poor cold mountain district of Moorland in the Nortlp- 
They should have an organized system there — mission-chapels with short services. ^ 
good example has been set at Denstone on the borders of that country, where a scho(F 
is to be founded, which will become the centre of sound Church-teaching, and migh '^ 
be the nucleus of the revival. With such a beginning, I commend the movement t^ 
the inhabitants of the more populous parts of the country, and I invite them serioasl5 
to consider whether something should not be done in that peculiarly weU scatterec 
district in the North, and thus show that the Church of England has a missionary 
character to the poor and destitute population on the mountain side. As the country 
is dissimilar in its different parts, I hope that you will recognise that differeni 
systems of evangelization are needed. 

Thomas Webster, Esq Q.C. — My lord, as a stranger in this district, and having nc 
special connexion with the subject under discussion, I should not have ventured id 
intrude myself upon the Conference, were it not that I wished to draw attention to 
one practical fact which illustrates what has fallen from preceding speakers. Mr. 
Kettle has suggested that the area should be enlarged from which subscriptions are 
sought, by which, I suppose, he means, that richer districts may be brought in to help 
the poorer ones, and that some shall be excused altogether. I have just come from 
Cannock Chase, at which place a wealthy proprietor has built and endowed a church, 
so that it is absolutely free, and so that no person who enters it shall ever be asked 
for a penny. That is a principle which in operation will be found most wholesome in 
attracting the working population to the church. Why should not the richer diatricU 
find the means for erecting in the poorer districts churches entirely free ] If thai 
were done, I can tell you, from the experience of Cannock Chase, that you will hav( 
those churches filled with the mining population. (Cheers.) Perhaps some gentle 
man from that district can furnish details of that experience with which I am 
unacquainted. Of course, in carrying out such a principle, the funds must come fron 
somewhere ; and we may reasonably hope, that under the present enlightened anc 
«ble system of managing the Church funds which the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
have adopted, the means of increasing the number of free churches may be found 
i There is good reason for the expectation, that by the falling-in and non-renewal o: 
leases, and the disposition that is now springing up to give back to the Church th( 
tithes held by lay improprietors, a fund will be created which may in this way greatlj 
help all these destitute districts. (Cheers.) And I would suggest that an express! or 
of opinion from a Congress of this kind would strengthen the hands of the Ecclesiastica 
Commissioners in this good work, (Cheers.) I would add, as the result of my owi 
observation, that enormous good has resulted from mission-chapels and school 
churches. By their means the children are swept out of the streets, and through th< 
children the parents are brought in; and so, by a most inexpensive machinery, th« 
Church is carrying on a great social revolution. (Cheers. ) 

The Rev. Waltbe Blunt (Rector of Bicknor).— My lord, I did not expect to speal 

at this meeting ; though I have come from the south part of England to attend thi 

Church Congress, partly because I take a great interest in some of the topics to l> 

i brought forward ; and I can, if that gives any one a title to speak, claim a long an< 
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varied parochial experience in all kinds of parishes, large and small, agricultural, 
manafacturing, and metropolitan ; and twenty-seven years ago I was one of the 
Staffordshire clergy. I should not, however, have said a word, hut for what has fallen 
from Lord Harrowby, who is, I believe, one of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. 
What I wish to impress upon you is, that an aggregation of persons always represents 
property; and although those persons may be poor, their aggregation always betokens 
very extensive property. Hence, it has been a principle of late years in England, that 
where there is a large number of poor people assembled together they are to be 
considered entirely helpless, and that it is the duty of the less populous districts to 
rush to their spiritual aid. Be it so. But is it right that other parishes should be 
robbed of their inheritance, and made permanently poor, to aid rich parishes which 
will not help themselves. As I said, having ministered in London, in mining, in 
manufacturing, and in large and small country parishes, I speak with some experience; 
and I Bay that while populous neighbourhoods can always help themselves, and in- 
creasmgly so, if they will, the same is not the case with country parishes. The land 
wiU not increase in value to any appreciable extent ; the produce of the land does not 
increase ; and when you have bound the parish incumbent to 800/. a year, no more 
can be done for him by the parish, or for its own spiritual wants. I am acting now 
AS the curate in a large parish in Kent, comprising 6,600 acres, in which are located 
1,800 persons, many of them miles away from the church ; and the whole produce of 
tfafl living to the incumbent is 270/. a year. I do not mean that the Church property 
in the parish produces no more ; for, on the contrary, the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
take 1,100Z. a-year nett out of the tithes ; and they are landlords, besides, to the amount 
^5,000t a-year, which goes, through their agency, into the hands of an appropriator. 
Notwithstanding these facts, there came lately a proposition to the incumbent, from 
the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, that if he would give up his right to certain aug- 
nientations paid to him for some years past, they would make up his living to 300/. I 
A truly liberal offer, considering the nature of the parish, and the fact that the 
-^^cdesiastical Commissioners are still taking away 1,100/. a-year nett-tithes, and they 
^ hmdlords to the extent of 6,000/. a-year besides. Something has been said of 
t^hing landlords their duty, but can that be done in our neighbourhood ? The 
elergyman may go to a landlord who is a layman, and tell him of his duty andL 
'Mponsibility towards his poorer neighbours ; but what if he be not a layman, but one 
^^ the chiefest of our Ecclesiastical dignitaries ? And what will be the layman's 
jnswer, with such an example before him 1 Of course the Ecclesiastical Commissioners 
do not know all the circumstances of each parish. They cannot know them. There 
w too much centralization. I believe they are excellent managers of property, but I 
think they want the eyes which a diocesan board, or some such local organization^ 
^onld have. How can they know what a parish like this, which, although only six 
n^iles from the seat of a bishopric, never saw a bishop within it within memory, and, 
^ expect^ for centuries. (Cries of " Name 1 ")— Canterbury. I do not make a charge 
"gainst the Archbishop or the Ecclesiastical Commissioners— they do what they can, 
and act upon what they know. But it is ridiculous to talk of minor burdens upon the 
c^«fgy in the face of a case like this. Here is a parish which yields the Ecclesiastical 
pommissioners 1,100/., and the Ecclesiastical Squire 6,000/. a-year; the clergyman is 
i{l, and absent, and I am obliged to attend for him to the whole parish for nothing, 
ainee not a shilling can be afforded to pay the curate. (Cheers.) 
. The Earl of HARROWBY.—In regard to the case just brought before you, it is 
Jnipossible for me, not having had any previous warning, to meet such a charge. If 
]J<J reverend gentleman will send a statement of the case to the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, it shall be considered. 

The Rev. W. Blunt.— A statement has been sent. (Hear, hear.) 

The Earl of Harrowby.— I could not have been there at the time then. (A laugh.) 
It is obvious in such arrangements as this Commission was constituted to make, some 
parishes must lose while others gain. In this case, according to what the reverend 
gentleman has said, the incumbent has 270/. a-year. ; and I should like to ask how 
niany town-clergymen would be glad to get as much 1 Of course, the funds applied to 
'aise the stipends of parishes are derived from others which have property,-and like 
this have such small populations as 1,300 people. 

The Rev. W. BLUirr.— A small parish I It comprises 6,600 acres. 

The Earl of Harrowby. — Well, I cannot meet a case brought so suddenly before 
nie, but I will say for the Commissioners, that if there is a wrong, it will be righted. 
(Cheers.) It is possible that, when the whole facta are known, there is something in 
the case which would greatly alter the appeai-ance now put upon it. (Hear.) 

The Right Rev. President then dismissed the assembly with the Apostolic blessing. 
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THE 

BEST MEANS OF BRINGING NONCONFORMISTS 
INTO UNION WITH THE CHURCH. 

Lord Lyttelton read the opening Paper, as follows : — 

The necessary limitation of time j)rescribed for these papef- 
makes it, perhaps, needless to apologise for a very partial an^ 
imperfect treatment of so large a subject as that which has beef^ 
assigned to me, or for anything that may appear somewhat haist 
and abrupt in dealing with it. 

The subject was originally proposed under the designation (1 
give the substance of it) — " The best means of bringing about unity 
of doctrine and worship in this country." It now stands, as you 
know — " The best means of bringing Nonconformists into unity 
with the Church." I was no party to the alteration ; but 1 do not 
object to it, nor do I know that from our point of view there is any 
substantial diflference between the two. We here must assume that 
the Church holds the vantage-ground, not only of ancient pos- 
session, but of truth. We desire to see her retain her position, and 
others flowing into her. But I may admit that I do, if anything, 
slightly prefer the old form, and perhaps this Paper will appear to 
be more naturally adapted to it. At all events, this I would say, 
that 1 desire to look at the subject as a whole, and not to assume 
that we are rather inviting others to do certain things than acknow- 
ledging that we have much to do ourselves. 

Now, I am not confounding unity with uniformity ; and I am 
willing to give to the term " religious unity" the very largest sense 
that is at all compatible with there being such a thing as a definite 
Christian credendum — a statement of essential Christian truth. For 
the present, I do not care how few or how simple the elements of 
such a body of doctrine may be ; but I certainly cannot treat the 
question on the supposition, surely more common in these days 
than in any others, that Christianity is nothing but a mere nebula 
of sentiment and tone— or, again, a mere guide-book to certain 
moral virtues. I must assume a definite creed, based on historical 
facts, as that which is still the Gospel message oflered to all men ; 
and so doing, I must say that what first occurs to me as a primary 
object to be attained, if we would see any greater approach among 
our people to agreement upon such a creed, is this, that they should 
be brought to see that it is a matter of importance that they should 
BO agrQQ. I believe there are vast masses of th^ people, especially 
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of the middle class, who have not the faintest suspicion that agree- 
ment in religious truth, or the possession of fixed religious truth, is 
a matter with which they are in the least concerned. The country 
will shortly see additional evidence of this, in a manner and to 
a degree which I think some at least will be a little surprised at, in 
the materials upon which will be founded the report of a Commis- 
sion, to which I have the honour to belong, for inquiring into the 
state of education of the great bulk of the middle class of our people. 
I do not think I am betraying any confidence in saying so much as 
this. That evidence will show that in the matter in which the adult 
population might be expected to be the most sensitive, the religious 
instruction and training of their children, parents commonly show 
the utmost indifierence as to what it is which those children are to 
be taught. The name of secular schools they by no means like, and 
they are quite in favour of their children being taught religion, but 
into the substance of that which they are thus to learn they do not 
even inquire. I lately met, at first hand, with an illustration of 
this, which I may report fully, as it did not occur in any connexion 
with the Koyal Commission. A respectable tradesman called on 
the head of a large middle-class boarding-school, which is well 
tnown to be of what is called a decided High Church character, 
with a view to placing his son there. He went over the building, 
and inquired minutely into all that went on there, except the religious 
. teaching. On leaving, at the very threshold of the house, he seemed 
to be reminded of something, and he said to the master, " I believe 
this is a Church of England school?" and on hearing the affirmative 
reply, he said, " Ah ! Low Church, if you please," as if he was re- 
questing that his boy should have beer rather than porter, or some- 
thing of that sort. He did not stop for a reply, and went away. 
For four years tlie boy remained at the school ; and never once, for 
the whole of that time, did the father ask a single question about the 
J^digious teaching or discipline through which he passed. 

It is, perhaps, undeniable that this indifierentism has much 
increased of late. It is many years ago that our neighbour, Mr. 
Girdlestone, of Kings winford, published a pamphlet inculcating 
that Dissent, or religious dissension, is sin — not necessarily the sin 
of the Dissenters, or of any given person or party ; but that it 
jniplies that there is, or has been, sin somewhere. We do not often 
near of such views now ; and the steady advance of the anti-dogmatic 
erusade is, as I need not say, proclaimed daily with much jubilation, 
|n mnumerable periodicals and elsewhere, by the illuminati of the 
^gest latitudinarianism. 

This, then, among the very few points on which I can touch, may 
De the first — that those who do feel these things should endeavour 
to press them more than they do on the public mind ; that they 
should say that the Pi*ayer in our Liturgy about our unhappy 
divisions does mean something, and that when St. Paul speaks of 
"one mind and one judgment," he means something more than a 
general feeling of friendliness and good-fellowahi^ •, and l\v!\.\. <^^ ^\Jl 
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the strange Utopias ever propounded, one of the strangest is indi 
cated (as to religion) by that very foolish saying, as it is commonb 
understood, "Let us agree to differ." I say, as it is commonl; 
understood. That it indicates a great practical truth, I fully admit 
I fully admit it in the sense that no lond fde religious difference 
should produce social alienation, or justify denunciations or anathc 
mas, or Pharisaical boasts of personal superiority. 

Further, I would distinctly say, though it may seem almos 
superfluous, that I am not urging anything so hopeless as tb 
absolute agreement of all the laity of any country in every point < 
religious l^lief. On this question — in other words, the terms of la 
communion — I may add a little hereafter. At present, I will onl 
say that, besides that I am only referring to large and importar 
doctrines, what I am here specially concerned in is this — that tl 
essential evil is when differences of opinion are made the ground < 
schism and separation. It is the fact of separation — rival altars- 
congregations worshipping apart and independently — that mark tl 
divergence from the Apostolic model ; such a state of things as 
described in one of the old books for children, in which son 
benevolent person is filled with a sense of heavenly complacency i 
seeing, in some large town, issuing from countless churches ar 
chapels, congregations representing every kind of ism that goes 
make up the great Protestant ism — ^for, of course, the poor Komt 
Catholics were not to be reckoned among them. 

If, then, the sense of the evil of these dissensions were more acu1 
or rather less dead than it is, we might hope that the religious mii 
of the country might set itself witn more earnestness to consid 
how the evil might be overcome, or at least diminished. 

And here, though I have already occupied no small part of t 
time at command, you will see that I have only just reached t 
threshold of the directly practical part of the question. It 
obvious, however, that I cannot attempt details ; and if I proceed 
state what impresses itself upon me as among the most important 
those practical objects to which I have just alluded, I must adn 
that it is one of a very general kind, and is of the nature only of 
means or instrument. 

It also, from its nature, refers only to the Church of England, 
the Church is ever to hope to include within her fold the great bo< 
of the people, she must obtain, or she-must regain, liberty of interr 
action, freedom of self-regulation, of self-adaptation to the needs 
her time. I say this is solely a Church question ; for, as far as 
am aware, all other religious bodies have this freedom without stii 
no man forbidding them : the English Church has it not. 

Of course I am aware that it will be immediately said by sor 
that she has it not because she is an Established Church. No 
into this large question I cannot pretend to enter. But I must s; 
so much as this, that when I speak of liberty of action, undoubted 
I do not go to the length of meaning that in an Established Chur 
anything done in pursuance of that liberty should have any bindii 
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force without the concurrence of the State. I believe that In these 
days less perhaps than in any others that have preceded them would 
there be danger of the State refusing that concurrence to any well- 
considered measures of internal regulation on the part of the Church, 
or of the weakening or dissolution thereby of the legal bond between 
the two. All that the Church, as I conceive, should demand for her 
assemblies is full and unfettered leave to deal, in the first instance, 
with any or every part of her own system. 

la such a consideration, it cannot be but that practical questions 

spring up continually on the right hand and on the left. So, here, 

we are met by the inquiry, What is this separate action of the 

Church? what are these assemblies? what voice do they or should 

they utter? But neither can I go into these points. It is enough 

for me to maintain — and I believe the great majority of those here 

^U admit — that the Church is an organic entity : to repudiate the 

^y Erastianism that would treat Church questions like those of the 

Army or the Navy, and call the Church our Department of Pablic 

W'orship as these are Departments of Public Defence : certainly, 

to do so in the face of history on the one hand, and of the 

*<^tual Colonial Church on the other, may seem to require no small 

M8nrance.y 

Now, if I am asked if T can define in any way the scope and 
Kniits of this freedom of action, so guarded, of which I have spoken, 
I cannot hesitate to reply that neither by external coercion, nor by 
general internal regulation, do I wish to see any such limits assigned. 
I xjaay illustrate this, in passing, by another allusion to that which I 
have just mentioned — the Colonial Church. I have always thought 
\ one of the slight indications of weakness in that generally most 
^gorous and healthy movement, the development of the Colonial 
phurch, that some of its branches have sometimes seemed to think 
it necessary to lay down, as far as pos ible, as a principle vital and 
ttever even admitting of review, that they should adhere in all 
respects to the very letter of our formularies : and I have recently 
seen with much satisfaction, in the Charge of the Bishop of Christ- 
church, that in New Zealand they feel themselves free from at least 
*ny outward impediment against dealing, should they see fit, with 
^xiisting formularies, or with the translation of the Bible. But this 
18 only a passing allusion. For ourselves at home, or for any 
i\ational Church, I would claim entire liberty to consider at any 
^me any question whatever of Christian doctrine, of expression of 
doctrine, or of system and discipline. I exclude Holy Scripture 
from the scope of these words ; but the necessary finality, as an 
abstract principle, of any human formularies, I cannot hold. 

It will at once be seen how great a difference there is between 
Maintaining this principle of liberty in its fullest breadth, and 
^ging or contemplating its application, now or at any time, to any- 
thing like the same extent I need hardly say that I do not desire 
to see any substantial change in the doctrines of the Church of 
England ;. nor do I mean to deny that there is a fvmdsixaevv\a\.\i^\^ 
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of Cliristian truth to which we are bound to adhere, and that we 
know what it is. I heard lately one of the chief luminaries of the 
anti-dogmatists to whom I have referred, and of whom, I think, we 
must complain that they never let us conjecture even how far they 
would actually go in remodelling the received creeds — I say I heard 
him say that he hoped there was a time coming in which we should 
really be able to lay down what the essence of Christian truth is ; 
and I thought, " Well, we must be thankful for that, after nearly 
two thousand years." I do not hold that that remains to be done ; 
but I do consider that the complete and exact limits of such doctrine 
ought not to be so laid down as to be beyond the touch of revision, 
and that Churches should be left free for themselves to judge at all 
times what should or what should not be so. And if this be so 
with respect to doctrines, much more would it be so as to the exact 
words in which such doctrines may be conveyed, and again as to 
questions of discipline, system, and organization. 

In particular, I must dissent from that view, falsely modest, oveX'-' 
timid, and somewhat faithless as 1 think it, and perhaps mo^^**^ 
natural to men whose temperament leads them to dwell more u ^ " ' ^ 
the evils under their eyes than on the good, which would represerr::^^^^ 
the English Church of this day as less able than that of the R^^**' 
formation, or that of the Caroline period, to deal bravely with sue =^^ 
questions : such, perhaps, as led Dr. Pusey — alarum et venerahi^^ 
nomen — to say, some time ago, that our Church, like the ship in th -^^^ 
Acts, should be " let drive." Why are we, older by two and h;^^'^X 
three centuries than those our predecessors — with the additiona^^^ 
experience of that important time — with so much advantage whicl^t^" 

they had not — to despair of the favour and aid of Divine Provi ^' 

dence in any such undertaking, should we seem to be called to it ^^ ^ 
I say, advantage which they had not ; for do we enough conside: 
under what terrible ^disadvantage, in many respects, they laboured* 
Under Henry VIII., with the Damocles' sword of a savage tyi-ant 
ever hanging over them — ^under Edward VI., with a child-monarch 
in days when the personal character of the monarch was so impor- 
tant, and for administrators a set of as selfish and rapacious world- 
lings as history can produce — their whole work violently checked 
and reversed under Mary— under Elizabeth to be reconstructed 
amidst the contending influences of the national terror of Romanisni 
caused by the barbarities of the previous reign, the strong Puritan 
leaven from abroad, and the resolute efforts, through a long reign, 
of an able sovereign and powerful statesmen and prelates to unite 
and consolidate all our institutions under the solid central control of 
the Crown — under Charles L, amidst wide-spread political troubles 
and eventual civil war, under which the Church Establishment 
itself was lost for a time — under Charles II., amidst an excessive 
reaction against Puritanism and determination to force an ecclesias- 
tical uniformity, whatever became of conscientious conviction, cor- 
responding to the influences in the former reign connected with the 
see of Rome and the Crown. I am well aware of our difficulties 
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"but 3 do not conceive they are so great as those. Nor, were it 
suitgthle to do so, do I believe it would be di^cult, comparing name 
witli. name, to show as much piety, learning, and ability in the 
CliTXTch now as it ever has had. 

I cannot but feel that these observations are somewhat vague in 
tlieir nature, and perhaps remote as to their practical application ; 
and it is possible that more immediate and specific effect might be 
looked for, in the actual return of this or that Nonconformist body 
to the Church, from more distinct and detailed measures, which 
may be within our present powers. But in the time I have, I did 
not feel able much, in the old phrase, to " condescend to parti* 
culars ;" and I cannot but think that in our present position, to call 
oa the English Church to open her doors to Dissenters, is like telling 
a man to open the doors of his room, when he is tied hand and foot 
and chained to a pillar in the middle of it. 

I will, however, venture a very few hints as to the kind of things 

which, in my judgment, the Church ought to be free, and to feel 

herselif free, to deliberate about ; about which, in such an assembly 

as I have imagined, any of its members should at least be allowed, 

if they see fit, to propound more or less of modification in what now 

exists, without incurring anathema or the charge of faithlessness. 

The list might be largely extended : I give it as the merest specimen 

of what happens to occur to myself. I must admit that on one or 

two points I have happened before now to express or indicate 

opinions ; but I desire nevertheless to hold all such opinions subject 

to correction and advice, and I repeat that I am not saying what I 

conceive ought to be done, but what I think should be allowed to be 

discussed. I assume throughout that no essential doctrine is to be 

altered in the subjects I refer to; and it will be admitted that 

the instances given are given without partiality as regards the two 

chief schools of positive theology in the Church. 

I suppose, then, that one or another might make such suggestions 
as these: — 

That the phraseology of some parts of the Athanasian Creed 
^jght be amended and made more full and clear, and that the 
dananatory clauses might be omitted, as not specially suitable to 
tWs creed and to no other document — as liable to be understood in 
a sense generally disclaimed — and inasmuch as, in a reasonable 
sense, their substance is necessarily implied in the reception of the 
•Bible and of any symbols of faith whatever. 

That, if it be true that the term New Birth, as used in Scripture, 
always implies, as accompanying it, the conscious exertion of the 
responsible will, its Latin equivalent Regeneration^ or Regenerate, 
^ight advantageously be replaced, and that without the least dero- 
gation from the spiritual grace of the ordinance in all such cases, 
ty some other and more precise terms in the Baptism of Infants, 
^ho are not yet possessed of the responsible will. 

That in the same service the engagements . undertaken by the 
sponsors might be differently expressed from what they ave., ^o %Si 
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to convey more accurately what the Church really expects of 
them. 

That it is desirable that the Articles of the Church should con- 
tain some definition of the term Inspiration. 

That the meaning of the term Sacrament might be somewha 
extended, in accordance with its natural meaning and primitiv 
usage. 

That the language of much of the Thirty-nine Articles might t 
revised and made less technical and scholastic. 

That in the Eleventh Article, the word "only" should t 
omitted, and replaced by others, after the words, "justified by faith 
as in direct verbal contradiction of St James. 

That a new Translation of the Holy Scriptures is called for b 
the increased knowledge of the original languages, especiall 
Hebrew, since the date of the present one, in the interests of trut 
and for the defence of the Faith itself. 

I spoke above of the terms of lay communion. But, in feet, thej 
is nothinff now, nor is likely to be, to prevent any Dissenters froi 
joining the Church, except their own feelings as to the doctrine 
preached in the Church. The question, therefore, is in fact th 
same as that on which I have partially dwelt. Of course, thei 
would be very many other matters of outward regulation an 
arrangement to be considered before any body of Dissenters, as 
body — for example, the Wesleyans — could re-enter the Church, bi 
upon those I cannot touch. 

With my views of the hopes and capabilities of the Church ( 
England, I make no apology for the freedom of these remarks, nc 
for extending them to some rather delicate subjects. Is our Churc 
founded on a rock, or placed on the sand ? built as of loose stone 
or as a house of cards, of which if you pull out one, down comes th 
whole, or fitly joined together and compacted ? a parasite of th 
State, or self-rooted ? If in aught needing improvement, is she i 
the sickly and sinking patient who cannot bear an operation, or i 
the one of strong constitution who is all the better for it ? "W 
know the answer given by the enemies of the Church to thes 
questions ; but to their assembly I am not united, and their reply : 
not mine. 

If, indeed, I am invited to cast the horoscope — if I am aske 
what certain results I should look for from the exercise of sue 
powers as I have claimed for the Church — am I sure they woul 
tend to unity and not to further disruption ? — I must decline an 
attempt to reply, I can but adopt, I cannot say altogether th 
spirit, but the fundamental principle, of Newman's celebrated linei 
"Lead, kindly Light." I may hope to judge where the path c 
duty lies : I do not foresee its precise termination. 

Assuredly, those of a prophetical turn of mind have in these day 
abundant examples, and of the most contradictory kinds. Some i: 
hope, others in fear, tell us we are soon - to be re-absorbed into th 
Church of Borne : some believe that the present Church of Englani 
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18 to be exalted above the hills, and all nations shall flow into it ; 
some, that the Church of the Future is to be a body rejoicing in 
much material and social progress, and calling itself indeed Chris- 
tian, but independent of aU facts and all doctrines, and based upon 
nothing in particular. 

For myself, my faculties are limited. I can only say, with the 
iomely proverb, that I can see but a very little way through a 
millstone : or in more fitting language, though it be but slightly 
altered from that of ancient heathen piety, &€ov iv ^ovvani, Keirau 



The Rev. George Venables (Vicar of Friezland), Yorkshire, read 
the following Paper : — 

Churchmen mtist desire to promote unity, — As earnest Churchmen, 
ve must all wish success to any reasonable efibrts to promote the 
J^fttum of Nonconformists to the Church of their ancestors. 

Restoration may he effected, if the Church desire it — And if the 
t^hnrch sincerely desire to promote the return of a large portion of 
If onconformists, she has the power to do it without the sacrifice of 
*^y Scriptural, and therefore essential principles. 

It seems better, at present, to aim at the enunciation of principles, 
rather than at the exposition of any ready-made scheme for the pro- 
iJaotion of our object; and while it is our duty to take good heed 
lest we compromise any truth, let us remember, also, that we shall 
^ect nothing, unless it be honestly meant, wisely endeavoured, and 
lovingly carried on. 

The necessary work lies within the Church, — The chief work to 
po done, in order to win the Nonconformists, lies within the Church 
Itself, and must be done by the Church alone. 

If Nonconformists desire a Conference, let us by all means hold 
^iie with them, and let us hope that it would be carried on with a 
letter spirit, on both sides, than marked the Conferences of past 
i^ys ; but it seems to me that, for the present at all events, we shall 
Aow more dignity in regard to the (Jhurch, as well as more good 
feelbg towards Nonconformists, by doing what needs to be done, 
alone.^ 

No one specific for Nonconformity. Its various causes require a 
'Variety of remedies. — Do not expect any one specific to cure Non- 
conformity. Its causes are varied, and the remedies must be not 
^iie, but many. 

You need but to study the yearnings of human nature, in its 
^anifold longings after a cure lor its misery, and to consider the 
diversified conditions into which men are thrown, in order to 
account, to a great extent, for this. Many Nonconformists became 

. I am much strengthened in this opinion by Nonconformists to whom I have 
^^tten upon this point. 
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such through a keen perception of the lack of some truth which the 
Church had appearea to have ignored at the time. Thus, the 
Wesleyan felt the need of spiritual counsel and brotherly commu- 
nion. He did not find them within the Church, but he found them 
(irregularly and not free from coarseness perhaps) in some of the 
peculiarities of Wesleyanism, and especially in the " Class Meeting." 
The Independent, beholding the abuses of patronage, and the im- 
proper mode of administering pluralities, claimed to select and to 
ordain his own minister, in support of which proceeding he cannot 
find a single instance in the Bible. And though these abuses no 
longer abound in the Church, sundry peculiarities in worship have 
been introduced amongst Independents, to which they have now 
become attached ; and although, if they saw the evil of schism, these 
peculiarities could not be regarded by them as essentials, still, I 
think, some of them might be continued after they returned into the 
communion of the Church. Even the Baptist must not be regarded 
as hopelessly irrecoverable, for it has been the abuse of Infant 
Baptism and of Confirmation, and not the right use of them, which, 
more than anything has fostered the peculiar tenets of many of the 
Baptists. 

And so it has often come to pass, that, in the eagerness of thei^ 
pursuit after a seemingly lost truth, they have forgotten t\x^ 
preciousness of Unity ; and, hugging their acquired and perhaps 
valuable treasure with inordinate zeal, they have lost other treasure- ^ 
of yet greater value. 

Still the needful remedies are, I submit, simple enough, an^ 
practically easy enough, if the Church heartily desire re-union. 

The religious Nonconformist is one who feels the need of ^ 
Spiritual sympathy, which, owing to various causes, is not found, 2r^ 
least in the way he desires it, within the Church. 

I believe this to have been caused chiefly by our having prac— - 
tically abandoned many Spiritual offices, which are in perfect 
harmony with the three orders of the Church, and with the practices^ 
of the primitive Church. 

Account for it as you may ; attribute it, if you please, to a whole — 
some dread of cant and hypocrisy ; Spiritual sympathy is too muclu- 
lacking within the Church ; though it be one of the truest and^ 
sweetest ties of union. 

Revival of Ancient Offices, Employment of the Laity, — "Now if^ 
the Diaconate were practically restored, and you also made or 
your Presbyters "some Evangelists, some Pastors and Teachers, 
for the perfecting of the Saints, for the work of the Ministry, 
for the edifying of the body of Christ, till" (mark the words) 
*' we all come into the unity of the faith " (as though this were 
one way to promote it), you would not only be acting upon 
Scriptural authority ; but you would be supplying those means of 
sympathy, the lack of which has driven some to dissent, and the 
proper supply of which, within the Church, would bring many back 
to unity again. 
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And, together with this, we ought to encourage every proper use 
of unpaid, but dulj commissioned, Lay Agency. Would not some 
of these remarks apply especially to many of the followers of John 
Wesley ? The " class meeting" is not, I believe, altogether relished 
by the higher and more educated of them; but, to the many thousands 
whose souls fainted within them for want of Spiritual sympathy, 
the " class meeting " has been, and still is, as powerful an organiza- 
tion as exists. 

I^ then, the Church would revive some of her ancient oflSces (not 
orders), employing Ordained men wherever needful, and Laymen 
wherever possible, I am persuaded that some causes, now leading to 
Nonconformity, being in this way removed. Nonconformity would 
begin to cease. Spiritual sympathy must be more encouraged in 
the Church than it is. 

Helps to a religious life are wanted ; * and if the Church be 

what she professes to be, and what I believe her to be, then she 

ought to provide, and can provide, and will provide, all that is 

heedful for all sorts and conditions of men, in their earnest 

3^^aming8 after salvation. The doors of the Church on earth must 

*iot indeed be wider than the gates of heaven, but they ought not 

^c> be narrower. 

Additional Services, Variety of Services, — Let me then assume 
f '^^hat, indeed, must be practicable if we are the Church of Christ 
^ 'Ql England) that all the needful living agency shall have been pro- 
*^ided ; still, another task nearly allied with the foregoing must be 
^^IfiUed, and from which another and a considerable return of 
^Nonconformists to the Church might be expected. 

We must be (Catholic, and not narrow in our doings, if we claim 
t-o be the Catholic Church. 

1 ask you then, and with great reverence too, whether any of you 

^^^in be so sanguine as to think it probable that England's millions 

"^v^ill ever come to believe that the worship of God has been as fully 

^►ttained as you yourselves desire, by participating in services, be- 

^nning seven hundred and thirty times in everv year, with one or 

^nore of but eleven verses of Holy Scripture, and, ** Dearly beloved 

"Brethren? "2 

Bo not mistake me. I am ready to do battle for any expression 
I ^n the Book of Common Prayer ; but, much as you and I love and 
1 adinire it, it is little else than Quixotic to imagine that we shall 
1 bring any vast majority of men to regard this as the only way in 



^ In the words of a dissenter of high position, who wishes to conform, and to whom 
1 am much indebted for his courteous letters on the subject, ** The Church has the 
^'Rarnc life and constitution, but Dissenters have the congregational and adaptive 



' fiiere is certainly some truth in the remark of a gentleman contained in a private 
letter sent to me on this subject, in which he says :— ** The new wine must be put 
iDto new bottles ; and so to confine the religious thought and feeling of our times 
within the stereotype forms of two or three centuries back, seems like sacrificing the 
wine for the sake of the bottles." There is an evident flaw and inaccuracy in this 
"Dittk, but it contains withal a truth weU worthy of consideration. 
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which and by which they may publicly pray to God and adore 
His Majesty 1 

I say nothing about Revision of the Prayer-book, because enough, 
or nearly enough, for our requirements would be supplied, if many 
additional services were put forth by proper authority. 

Never ought a Church to be closed. Never ought one day to 

$>ass without some duly authorized service or services within it. 
iut then, those services need not be always the same, and, in many 
structural particulars, some of them ought greatly to vary from 
others. 

For example : on the Lord's Day it would be better to have 
a new third service instead of that Evensong-in- duplicate which 
so often witnesses to our poverty now. But there is timefoi 
another service also (I mean a fourth service), and in such service,! 
must venture to urge, a small amount of extempore worship might 
be permitted.^ Personally I dislike extempore services. Inevei 
heard one even in domestic worship which struck me as so desirahh 
as a printed form of prayer. But the occasional emergency in whicl 
a pansh or people may be placed, and the consideration that som< 
of the primitive worship of the Church must have been of an ea; 
tempore character, prompts me to suggest that the Catholic Churcl 
ought not wholly to deny such a mode of worship, even though fev 
might use it. 

Ill the Act of Uniformity of the 2nd and 3rd years of Kin 
Edward VI. (now of controversial memory), the 7th section pr< 
vides *' that it shall be lawful for all men (as well in churebe 
chapels, oratories, or other places) to use openly anj psalms \ 
prayer taken out of the Bible any due time, not letting or ofli- 
ting thereby the service or any part thereof mentioned in the sa 
book." 

This seems to allow, under limitations, something like what 
have suggested ; and, in the opinion of some men of learning a^ 
authority, such a provision is still the law of the Church \^ but y 
want all which that allows, and more. You need then the revi^ 
of some of the ancient Scripture offices within the Church's orde 
and you need many more, and varied, and some partly extempc 

1 Bingham, ** Antiquities," YoL IV. Book xiv. chap. 4, Sect xiii., shows that st 
men as St. Chrysostom, St. Ambrose, and St. Augustine occasionally used extemp 
prayer in public worship. ** Bishop Wilson" (Sodor and Man) "was so gre»' 
friend to toleration, that the Roman Catholics who resided in the island were '■ 
unfrequently present at his sermons and prayers ; and the Dissenters in the dioc^ 
who were without a minister of their own persuasion, attended even the Commua. 
Service, having obtained permission from the Bishop to stand or sit as their c 
sciences directed them. Of this permission, however, they did not avail themselr 
but conformed with the modes of their brethren of the Establishment." — ** Lif© 
Bishop Wilson," by Rev. 11. Stowell, Rector of Ballaugh (1822), p. 305. 

* Before this Act, the preaching friars, (with whatever errors) had taught fr« 
place to place, irrespective of the parochial system. 1 mean it anything but off 
sively, when I suggest, ** Have not Nonconforming ministers of later times suppl 
their place ; and do not these two facts suggest the remedy to be, a right adaptati 
of Scripture offices ? " The Nonconformist wishes to do good. We wish him to 
good, but in a regular manner and with due authority. 
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i services. Here and there you need a mission chapel, and occa- 

\ fiionallj a church ; but you need men to make far greater use 

'. of your present churches very much more. 

Enlargement of an Explariatory Note in the Prayer-booh — I pro* 
ceed now to another exceedingly important matter which, if wisely 

i managed, might do great things by way of enabling '' Lis- 
centers agaiTist their unW to come back to their father's home in 
the house of their father's God. Listen, then, I pray you, to my 
statement of the case and to my proposals, quietly. If you do not 
like them at first, think well over them ere you condemn them, for, 
after much inquiry and thought, they appear to me to be the only 
practicable way of meeting a serious practical difficulty. Now 
many of you, 1 believe, wish to restore communion between tbe 
Eastern Church and the Church of England. On the whole, thougli 
not without some miseivin^s, I " wish you good luck in the name 
of the Lord." But, if this is to be effected, you must do something 
about certain expressions concerning the procession of the Holy 
Ohost, which occur in your Litany, in the Nicene Creed, and in 
the Athanasian Creed. You seem (wisely or otherwise I say not 
now) pretty resolute in your determination not to alter the existing 
Book of Common Prayer. How then can you meet your difficulty ? 
I will suggest how, 1 think, you may do it ; only, when you are 
about it, you may surely deal with the principal Prayer-book diffi- 
culties of the Nonconformists in the same way. 

We know pretty nearly what are their chief objections to the 
Book of Common rrayer. They arise almost entirely from the fact 
that we use some words with one meaning or intention, while the 
Nonconformist uses them with a meaning or intention more modern 
*nd less accurate. 

Now, the Prayer-book contains, immediately after the Preface, 
8ome notes " concerning the service of the Church," and " of cere- 
nionies, why some be abolished, and some retained." In other 
Words, the Prayer-book contains some few explanatory remarks. 
Well, then, enlarge those notes a little. Add a few more explana- 
tory remarks, carefully worded, but honestly drawn up, in a loving 
spirit towards those who stumble at a few expressions ; but taking 
<^re withal to sacrifice no principle of importance. 

For the sake of illustration, I will imagine them to be some- 
tbing like the following; but it must be understood that I am 
far from presuming to dictate what the exact wording of such 
explanations ought to be. That is a matter requiring great 
thought and accuracy. Enough now to suggest, and just to 
Jlustrate, the principle. 

" Whereas it has come to pass that sundry expressions in the 
Book of Common Prayer have been taken by some persons to mean 
something which was not intended,^ and the misinterpretations 

^ It has been objected that the words in question either mean what they say, or 
^ney do not. But surely it is admitted that language, and the interpretation put 
"ipon language, are not so precise as to hinder somewhat diverse meanings attaching 

£2 
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arising in consequence, tend to hinder that communion and unity 
which the Church heartily desires. It is hereby dex^lared, — 

" 1. That any expressions in the Nicene Creed, or elsewhere, 
concerning * the procession of the Holy Ghost,' are not to be so 
interpreted as to involve any inference that the Eastern Churches 
do hold any erroneous view herein, or so as to hinder our intercom- 
munion with them, or their intercommunion with us. 

" 2. That the so-called damnatory clauses of the Athanasian 
Creed are not meant to be so interpreted as to affirm the damnation 
of all those who do not acquiesce in every particular asserted therein,^ 
but that they simply declare the doctrine of the Church to be, that 
they who deny the teaching of God's Word concerning the ineffable 
nature of the Godhead, do deny those truths of Holy Scripture 
without which salvation is impossible. 

" 3. That the certain final salvation of all the baptized is nowhere 
declared, or intended to be declared ; but the expressions relating 
to the baptismal covenant are designed to show the importance ^ 
training all baptized persons on the principle of their being members 
of Christ. 

" 4. That no expressions in the Burial Office (even though that 
office presupposes every adult buried with the use of it to be a com- 
municant) are meant to declare, as a certain fact, the eternal safety 
of any one person in particular, but rather they are meant to declare 
the charitable hope that, as the person had been a member ot 
Christ's Church on earth, so, through the love of God, he has not 
ceased to be one in eternity. 

" 5. That the forms of Absolution are declarations of God's 
pardon to a penitent and believing sinner, pronounced by a person 
having authority to declare, not his own pardon, but the pardon ^^ 
God, who alone * pardoneth and absolveth all them that truly repeti^» 
and unfeignedly believe His Holy Gospel.' " 

We declare schism to be sinful ; let us take good heed lest we i^ 
any degree promote it. We pray against it — we are bound '^^ 
declare it to be wrong; we ought, then, to be willing to make gr^^^ 
concessions, rather than to allow needless causes of it to continti^^ 
And (without referring to the effect upon the Eastern Church) I ^^ 
believe that a kindly-worded explanation would bring back to o*^ 
communion a vast number of Nonconformists, who desire, if sonC^ 
such explanation were given, to return.^ And I believe, too, th^ 

to the same words and phrases in the minds of different people ? The word "R^ 
generation " is a lamentable illustration of this Even the Scriptural and nearf-J 
Scripture phrase **He descended into hell" is understood differently by differerP- 
people. The same may be said of " prevent," and of " endeavour ourselves." Wher^ 
is the harm of that modicum of charity which tries, not to make difficulties, but t^ 
remove them ? 

1 If this were otherwise, it seems to me that we should anathematize every membe^ 
of the Eastern Church, which surely was never intended I "Well then, why not sa^ 
so, and remove the uncomfortable feelings ^f many? 

* I wrote to a Nonconformist of position and ability, to inquire of him whether^ 
he thought that some "explanations" such as I have suggested would be of any 
avail. His answer to my queries is: "Excellent suggestions. I would desire no 
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iKe explanation might be suflBcient to satisfy very many Non- 
conformists, without coercing the conscience of any honest 
Cliurchman. 

So Catholic and so beautiful are some of the hymns of Noncon- 
forinists that the Church has adopted them unaltered in her hymnals. 
Let us hope that our offices, at least equally Catholic, will, thus 
explained, though still unaltered, be gladly adopted by Noncon- 
formists coming to use them in the Church with all heartiness and 
devotion. 

CJkwrch Discipline,— Another important step towards winning 
tte religious Nonconformists will be a moderate administration of 
discipline. I know that the practical difficulties clinging around 
ttis suggestion are enormous. I know, too, that the number of 
sects and parties outside of the Church renders the application of 
aay discipline in reference to the Holy Communion almost impos- 
sible. But if the Church is bold in her ventures of faith, Christ 
will sustain her. And as I believe that a lack of discipline is 
one cause of that nonconformity which nevertheless renders its 
revival so difficult, so too I believe that a wise and mild ad- 
ministration of it would do much, by removing scandals, to reduce 
nonconformity. 

We need also a simple process of discipline in regard to offences 
committed by clergy ; while, to secure obedience to the doctrines of 
the Church, we need some less tedious process than that which 
the confdsed state of the Church in Africa has, to our humiliation, 
exhibited. We must have, too, some clear regulations as to Ritual, 
niles as to hymnals, vestments, ornaments, and the conduct of 
Kvine worship. They need to be framed so as both to allow con- 
siderable liberty, and also to guard our services from carelessness, 
slovenliness, defiance of rules, and indecency on one hand, as well 
^ from all unwise or improper excesses on the other. The scandals 
which have arisen to the Church from lack of these things have 
^^nsed many accessions to nonconformity in our lifetime. The 
remedy is obvious. 

A Teaching of Church Principles, — Then there is a great absence 
jf anv definite knowledge of Church principles. I have ever 
fleld that the best proof of our beinff the Church of Christ consists 
in our doing the work He gavei His Church to do ; but there is 
nothing inconsistent with this in an endeavour, by Catechisms 
and by other means, to acquaint the people with the general and 
thoroughly Scriptural principles of the Church. What Church- 
nian would not gladly confide the task of preparing such a 
Catechism to that Very Reverend preacher whose healing words 

alterations. Let the Creed and Articles stand as put forth by the wisdom given in 
**ch age to the Church : only, let them be read and interpreted as times change the 
meaning and application of words. The Church of Rome is actually freer in this 
pomt than the Church of England." So writes one who would join the communion 
w the Church at once, but by no means alone, if one or two of the suggested 
explanations were given. 
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of soothing wisdom this morning will, I hope, be well weighed and 
acted upon hj all of us.^ 

Churchmen stand alone in not teaching the principles by 
which they stand. The most unlettered Koman Cathonc, and 
most of the varied sects of Dissenters, are far better instructed 
in all the peculiarities of their tenets than Church people are in 
many of the great doctrines of the Church. These are taught 
chiefly by means of Catechisms with great diligence in schools and 
other places. 

Thus much then for what the Church might herself do in her 
corporate capacity. There are doubtless other matters, the pro- 
motion of which would improve still more the eflSciency of the 
Church, and by removing scandals would greatly raise the excellency 
of the Church, and thereby greatly and gradually reduce noncon- 
formity. Amongst these are steady increase of the Episcopate, 
and strict regulations concerning the sale or transfer of patronage 
and also the exchange of livings. But I dare not enlarge upon 
them now. 

Our Private Conduct in Reference to Nonconformity, — I must 
just touch upon our private conduct in regard to nonconformity- 
As individual Churchmen we gain nothing by any compromise 
of principles or practices which we are bound to regard a* 
essential. Therefore we should distinguish between all the good 
feeling, courtesy, and love which we ought to show to those who 
unfortunately differ from us, as well as to others ; and that spurious 
liberalism which, forgetting principle, gains temporary applause 
by great stretches in the way of irregular doings, and which, b] 
establishing an alliance of temporary convenience, causes ro& 
to forffet lor awhile the necessity of real unity. If there be 
Churchman whom the Nonconformist especially dislikes, it is th 
inconsistent Churchman. 

The Recognition Scheme. — I have said that the Church is able < 
herself, if she act lovingly, to bring a vast body of Nonconformist 
within her communion, simply by her own proceedings. Neve- 
theless I am bound to advert to other schemes of great value, aTi 
in no wise antagonistic to what I have propounaed, but whi^ 
suppose the Nonconformists to be taking measures, as I hope th^ 
will, to promote unity. 

It has been said that much might be done by recognising No' 
conformity as it is, and by oflScially treating its varied polities (so 
term them) as a part of the polity of the whole Church. If sliT 
such scheme were attempted, a Conference would be necessary, af" 
I doubt not the Church would gladly ioin in it. Let the No^ 
conformists come forward, if they please, m a generous and Christie 
spirit, and in a generous and Christian spirit I believe they woul 
be met. But I am inclined to consider that this scheme (at leajs 

Ji The Rev. J. B. Sweet has recently published a very useful Catechism of th: 
"kind, and there is room for many such Cfatechisms. But I think that we need on 
w2ijc}2 should ultimately bear the imprimatur of Convocation. 



\ 
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as I understand it) involves principles which are almost essential 
to the well-being of the Church. E, O, it has been suggested that 
amongst the Wesleyans (presuming them willing), two or three of 
their ministers should receive Episcopal orders and be consecrated 
Bishops, and that these should confer Holy Orders on their ministers. 

The idea ought not to be readily^ dismissed ; but unless it were 
accompanied by such official legal documents as would identify 
Wesleyanism as an integral part of the Church and secure a per- 
manent union, this would only give'fo it all that ecclesiastical 
authority which, of course, we do not consider any Nonconformist 
minister now possesses. I am not speaking against the proposal ; 1 
am only pointing to a misadventure which might imperil its success. 

Then, too, the legal deeds of some Wesleyan and other meeting- 
houses bind them to a Nonconformity incompatible with union with 
the Church. And although our ecclesiastical rights, many centuries 
old, are sometimes spoken of as if they could be evaded, I do not 
think that we ought to suggest the alienation of Nonconformist 
meeting-houses to a purpose contrary to the limitations, where 
enunciated, of the original founders. 

But this difficulty is by no means universal, and wherever the 
minister and many of the congregation are willing to join the com- 
munion of the Church, and can also bring over the use of the 
building for Church purposes, every facility ought to be granted for 
the accomplishment of the whole upon liberal conditions: as e.g, 
the speedy ordination of the minister ; the continuance to the con- 
gregation of some of the regulations touching the appointment of 
the minister, and the management of the finance. But I think 
there ought to be some deliverance to the minister from a position 
which now holds him too much in thraldom. ^ There should be 
^undertaking to use Church offices in the adminstration of the 

' And, indeed, as a ITonconformist minister wrote to me : ** When these questions 
we brought up for parliamentary ventilation, as they will be under the new Parlia- 
ment we shall soon have, there will be found some practical way of solving them 
^Mchwill astonish us all." Yet the writer of that opinion is one who desires to 
JJ*se his Nonconformity, if only some fair opportunity were given him by the 
Church. 

' I am not at liberty to mention names or to quote the whole of the letters, but 
^ may here state that two great causes have been pointed out to me as powerfully 
Jperating to hinder noncomorming ministers from seeking Holy Orders within the 
Church: 

I' A kind of terrorism, by which junior dissenting ministers are awed by some of 
the hierarchs of Nonconformity ; 

n. The tot^ absence of anything to invite them, (a) A fair income must be 
exchanged for a curate's pittance, and, what is worse, a curate's rank ; (&) A scowl 
from Bishop's chaplains, who discourage " irregular recruitings," is almost sure to 
*Wait them. 

He who wrote thus, means unkindly neither to Nonconformist or Churchman : but 
one other remark is so important that I must quote it also. It is: "When I read 
the question of your paper, * How can we best win Dissenters into the Church, ' my 
^voluntary answer was, *By simply reversing in every particular your existing 
policy towards them.* Each proposal must be judged on its merits, but there are, at 
this moment, men of name and of power, who would be invaluable acquisitions, if 
^e penalties were fewer, and the facilities ^eater, on the threshold of the trans- 
ibnnatioii." This, it will be seen, refers to ministers exclusively. 
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Sacraments, and one at least of the Church services every Sunday 
The right might remain to conduct other services in accordance with 
previous customs, subject to a few simple regulations. 

If, in any instance, a congregation of Nonconformists desire 
to return to the communion of the Church, I do not see how 
we can dare to require less than that the minister, or at the 
least his successors, shall be episcopally ordered, and that the 
building shall be secured to the Church, and the Prayer-book used 
therein at least once every Sunday, but with permission, also, to 
conduct many of their present services, if they aesire it, including 
lay prayer-meetings and class-meetings. Church-meetings, in the 
mode wherein such are conducted now. And I have reason to 
consider that this would thoroughly satisfy many Nonconformists. 
Summary, — I do then believe, but by no means without reason 
for the belief, that if she really desire the restoration of Non- 
conformists, the Church has it in her power to do those things 
which would ultimately restore a large proportion of them within 
her communion, by simply increasing her efficiency in every way 
worthy of the Catholic Church. 

She must revive some of the ancient offices of the times of the 
New Testament, and appoint men from among Presbyters, for the 
performance of some of these, and laymen for any which may be 
with propriety entrusted to them. She must multiply and vary 
her services on Sunday, and on every day. She must explain by a 
wisely and kindly-worded note, a few expressions which she uses 
correctly enoueh, but which, as sometimes interpreted, cause a 
stumbling-blocK to many. She must remove gross scandals by » | 
mild discipline, provide against extravagances in ritual, and ex- 
tremes in the opposite direction. She would do well, also, to pro- 
vide a simple catechetical^ exposition of Church principles, i^ 
explanation and affirmation (suppose) of Episcopacy, the undoubted 

^ I am sorry to feel obliged to enforce these remarks by such illustrations as th« 
following, taken from an ** Address to Dissenting Sunday-School Teachers : " " Snare 
no labour to make all the children understand and love the principles of Noi^' 
conformity." " If you would inspire the young in your classes with the same spiri* 
(reverence for truth), be most careful to incmcate those truths which enter in*® 
Dissent ; i, e, which enter into the inviolable right of private judgment, t^® 
spirituality of the Kingdom of God, and the sole authority of Jesus Christ over li^ 
Church ; and point out especially how these truths are all overlaid or practically- 
denied, by the English State-Church : then would you become the benefactors ^ 
your country, the real reformers of your ajge." ** Under the upas-tree of our Sta't^' 
Church millions of our countrjonen are sitting and sleeping in a state of spiritd-^, 
stupor." Ver^ similar dogmas are taught in "The Protestant Dissenter's Catechism-^ 
and in " The Catechism of Nonconformity." All the Church requires is a Catechiai^ 
declaratory and explanatory of Church principles, and not of such a polemic^ 
character as the publications now referred to. One passage in the first quoted bcx^^ 
is so remarkable, that I conclude this note with asking attention to it : ** One of tli-^ 
earliest intellectual instincts which is called forth, is faith in the word of parent^^ 
teachers, lind seniors generally. All the first ideas of a child respecting religion* 
objects come to it through its faith in man. All infant education goes upon thi^ 
principle of communicating knowledge. We mention this fact in order to convince 
you to act on it in inculcatmg dissent. Speak of it as something in accordance witl*- 
the will of God. " I believe, however, that the Dissenters who approve of such pro* 
ceedings are a small minority amongst them. 
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antiquity of the Church, her right to her endowments, confirmation, 
the two sacraments, holy orders, &c.^ 

And I feel sure that in proportion as these things are done, will 
tlie results be great in effectmg a gradual restoration of unity. 
And, indeed, I look for and desire a gradual and individual return, 
rather than any great collective movement Many Nonconformists 
need but a graceful opportunity of coming back to the Church. In 
the Name of Him, who is her all in all, and who prayed for her 
iinity, let it be given ! Not a few Nonconformists look just now 
with much anxiety and apprehension on what they term a " spurious 
Nonconformity," which ignores any kind of polity whatever, but 
allows every man to be his own or any other man's minister.^ The 
"orthodox " Nonconformist sees this with alarm ; and well he may, 
thoTigh it be but the natural Nemesis of dissent ; but herein, too, 
arises a strong desire amongst many of them to cease from 
Ifonconformity. 

And even if, after all. Nonconformity still abounded, would it have 
heen nothing to have removed every cause on our part which tends 
to produce or foster it, except those things only which we cannot 
hut regard as essential to the existence of the Catholic Apostolic 
Churchy 

I own to being, however, far more sanguine as to the results than 
this, especially if the Church not only remove needless stumbling- 
hlocks, but also increase her efficiency. Something must be wrong 
ou our part, which has enabled Dissent within three centuries to 
assume the position it has. Rather intimately acquainted with 
Dissent (though never connected with it), and at one time well 
known to a few of its eminent ministers (the late excellent John 
Clayton among them), I speak not without good reason, when 
expressing my belief, that if some such line of action as I have 
suggested were adopted in good faith and spirit by the Church, the 
results would soon become apparent, and, ere the twentieth century 
should dawn, would be enormous.^ 

I do believe, that, within thirty years, more than half of the 
Nonconformity now existing would cease from amongst us, by the 
Church only making herself to be more thoroughly in practice, 
^hat we all declare her to be, at least, in principle, " Holy and 
Catholic : " '* Holy," in earnestly contending for the faith as once 

^ Hitlierto our Sunday schools hare done but little in training scholars in any 
Church principles. I should be sorry indeed that any Sunday schools should w 
Jttttch used for this end, but a few minutes every Sunday might be profitably 
®^nded in this way. 

' My paper is an Address to Churchmen upon what Churchmen may do to win the 
Nonconformists. But if any Nonconformist should read this, I ho^e he will aUow 
^^ to beg of him to read in the works of John Howe, his " Umon among Pro- 
f?*tauts," and his ** Carnality of Religious Contention." There is also an admirable 
We work by the Rev. R. Eennion, Rector of Acle (published a few months since 
•^y Mackintosh), entitled ** Unity and Order" which is well woi-th reading. 

* "Time must be given for such movements, but your proposal " (the explanatory 
jote) " opens the doors to us Dissenters in our time of trouble which hitherto have 
ywu closed, chained, and barred palpably in our face." — Private letter to me, August, 
1867. Why should we persist in such treatment ? 
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delivered, and in striving to fulfil all that her Lord committed to 
her to do ; " Catholic," in being as loving as her Lord, and not 
narrower in her forms and rites and ceremonies than His Holy 
Word. 

And, I believe that all that is wanted could be done, and would 
be done easily enough, when Convocation has made itself a thorough 
reality, united the action of its Provinces, and morally subsidized 
itself with the important forces of diocesan svnods, in which synods, 
** sidesmen " {si/nodsmen ?) elected by the churchwardens from the 
common body of churchwardens and sidesmen of each Diocese 
might have a voice and a vote.^ Why is the Church of this realm 
to stand, gagged and fettered, the only voiceless, helpless Corpora- 
tion in existence? It must not be ! It cannot so continue! 

I will speak it openly, without Convocation I see no hope of that 
union which all Cnristians must desire, for without it the Church 
has no means whatever of adapting herself to the wants of the age ; 
while any reasonable and practical suggestions by Convocation 
would not fail, I think, to secure the consent of a House of Commons 
which contains, I believe, far more than 500 Churchmen amongs 
its members. 

Does Convocation need a Keform Bill ? Then, like the House c 
Commons, let it exist, and it will soon reform itself, if needful* 
do heartily believe that the Church can do much to promote unit^ 
if it will. As for those Nonconformists who hold serious errors i 
doctrine, I can only say. Let us pray God to show them the light ^ 
His truth while we lovingly tiy to convince them. Some aga^ 
there are, I fear, whose nonconformity must be attributed to tb- 
unwillingness to control which is so sadly manifest in our day, sC 
which indeed ever exists in fallen human nature. Of these th©' 
is not much hope ; but I believe that, though the most noisy, th^^ 
are the least numerous ; and, at all events, we must not be deterr^ 
by these or by a few others who, for their own ends, are sure ' 
oppose any sound effort to promote unity. It may be well ' 
remember this. If our plans are likely to succeed we may be su: 
that they will be spoken against, but only by such people. 

1 This seems the best way of securing able lay representatives, and snch I thit 
we must have in diocesan meetings. This plan too would tend to raise greatly tl 
offices of churchwarden and sidesman. 

2 -Why is the United Church of England and Ireland to be the only collective boc 
in existence which does not meet, and deliberate, and proceed to action ? Societies « 
all sorts, and with aU sorts of objects, continually meet together for deliberation an 
action. Astronomical, Geological, Statistical, Geographical, and countless oth< 
societies, whose work has yet to be done by personal and patient investigation, woul 
hardl]^ hold together without the occasional deliberative and constitutional assembly 
All dissenting bodies hold a general gathering from time to time, while the coi 
stitutional assembly of the Wesleyans is well known as a great and powerfi 
organization. "Why then is the Church alone to have no power of adapting herse 
to. the wants of the people ? Why is the attempt so often made to ridicule a 
endeavour to resuscitate Convocation in all its integrity? I can see but one reaso 
for all this, viz., that the enemies of the Church know the probable issue « 
Convocation regularly assembling, and are alarmed. For the same reason an increai 
of the Episcopate is opposed. 
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Then, too, in so holy an enterprise as this, the old and loving- 
saying must be fdlfiUed, and " Bygones must be bygones." The 
{)ast must be on both sides forgotten, for on both sides there is not a 
ittle to forgive. Little Christian love was shown on either side in 
past Conferences. Let the Church try at this time what love, com- 
bined with prudence and principle, can do. And if, in any hour of 
unsought warfare, an arm has ever been held up to parry what waa 
deemed an unfair blow, we can tell religious !N"onconformists that 
that arm now stretches forth a hand warmly to grasp them in anjr 
such fair and honest endeavour to promote union and unity as shaft 
not imperil the essential principles of the Church of Christ. 

If some few things are not favourable for a return to the Church 
(such as present abuses within her, and the spirit of unwillingness^ 
to control which marks the age), many things wear a favourable 
aspect.^ The propriety of a Liturgy is now, at last, fully conceded,, 
as indeed some recent and by no means successful endeavours to 
compile one for Nonconformists prove. The introduction of organs,, 
chanting, anthems, and offertories tells us a singular tale of change 
in opinion. A graceful advance on our part, a friendly welcome by 
the Church, coupled with a good opportunity voluntarily offered by 
ter, and many Nonconformists would at once come over, and finally 
all might be well. No longer should it be, " Sirs, ye he Brethren; 
v^hy do ye wrong one to another ? " but rather, " Behold how good and 
pleasant a thing it is for brethren to dwell in unity!' 

Our times are solemn and remarkable. Whatever betide, what- 
ever befall, let the Church be found doing her duty. Let that 
branch of Christ's Holy Catholic Church whose faithful proto- 
n^artyr, St. Alban, willingly gave his blood for Christ's sake fifteen 
centuries ago ; whose honest ftector of Lutterworth proclaimed those 
principles by which she cast off the accumulated errors of ages, and 
ftgain betook herself to more ancient ways and more primitive 
doctrines ; whose saintly Hooker has left a polity unanswered, be- 
^tise unanswerable, — let such a Church never forget the pure 
simplicity of her first love, never cause any needless divisions,, 
Clever sacrifice any truth at the shrine of expediency. 

Only let us pray on and work on with a hopeful expectation, that 
whenever *'the Master" returneth, He shall find her diligent in 
the work He committed to her eighteen centuries ago ; that, as far 
^ she is responsible, there shall be no schism in the body, but that, 
^ven as Jesus prayed, and God's word bids us hope, all Christians 
stall be ONE. 

^ A considerable number of Clergymen in Holy Orders in the Churcli are sons 
of Dissenting ministers, and some men of considerable rank and position could be 
^numerated amongst them. It reflects credit on their fathers, as well as on them- 
selves, that two Bampton Lecturers in succession were sons of living Wesleyan 
^jimsters. A Dissenting minister of celebrity said lately : "At the age of seventy 
the differences between myself and the English Church appear insignificant." A very 
eminent Dissenting minister (now deceased) told me that if he had his time over 
•gain, he would be ordained in the Church of England. 
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DISCUSSION. 

The following Address by Archdeacon Mackxnzib, whose attendance wa( 
vented by severe domestic calamity, was read by Canon Venablbs : — 

In addressing myself to the subject before the Congress— a subject not select 
my own will, but laid upon me by the request of the Executiye Committee— I 
attempt a definition of the meaning to be applied to the words '* Chnrchmani 
and " Nonconformity." Regarding the words from my own staud point as ai 
fashioned Church of England man, I consider Chnrchmanship to be '' the relig 
the Bible, developed under, and guided by, the law of the Bible : " Nonconfo 
seems to me " the religion of the Bible, moulded into a modern form by the 
pretatlon of self-will." I trust I am not saying anything offensive to Nonconfoi 
by this aim at definition. I assume that Churchmen and Nonconformists & 
love the Bible, and equally refer to it as their ultimate standard. The pri 
adopted is that which is definitely laid down in the Sixth Aiticle of the Churcli 
no Nonconformist with whom I have conversed has ever found fault with it. 
assume, also, that the Church has a higher philosophy and a greater reveren 
history and antiquity than Nonconformity, and I acknowledge myself an hi 
disciple in her ancient school. 

Without asking the direct asseht of this Congress to my definitions, I 
submit upon their foundation two posixions as worthy of your acceptance, 
eluding within their scope some of the best means of bringing Nonconformist 
union with the Church. The first of these is, the clearing away of misconce] 
and prejudices upon both sides ; the second is, the faithful discharge of the coveii 
duties of the Church's ministry. 

I propose to support each of these positions under three several heads. 

I. (1) In the first place, I think that Churchmen do not suflSciently realize tl 
that Nonconformity to any national faith whatever is a necessary conseqnence 
freedom we possess, and glory in, as a people. Unity, Uniformity, and Unan 
are not only great names, and signs of great ideas ; they are these : but they 
sent things too great to be achieved in any nation under heaven where freec 
conscience is recognised as an inalienable right of man, and where freedom of o] 
is acknowledged as the birthright of every citizen. Nonconformity, under one 
or other, is a positive necessity in every mixed people not under the yoke 
tolerable tyranny. The Church of Christ is no tyrant. 

The terrors of the Inquisition, known to history, only arose when men in 
forgot the law of Christ, and had recourse to the judgments of fallible men 
place. The Church of England, as a branch of the Universal Church, holds pe 
tion an abomination. Her principles are principles of toleration ; and tolerati 
necessitcUe m, assumes the existence of certain difference of opinion, and of po 
if not certain, Nonconformity. If this were recognised as a fact by Chun 
generally, we should hear less of the Intolerant language some of them are i 
habit of applying to Nonconformists. 

(2) Secondly, Nonconformists, as a rule, are not sufiiciently willing to ree 
the fact that we, as Churchmen, maintain upon Scriptural, as well as historic^ 
traditional grounds, the position we occupy as a National Church, acting in 
with the governing powers of the nation. I would venture to hope that the 
of the present time may open their eyes and disabuse them of some of the prej 
that blind them : the past week has seen our Bishops, though recognised by 
peers of the realm, and exercising, undoubtedly, considerable State-privilege 
State-power, sitting in conference upon terms of absolute equality with the unen 
prelates of a great Republic, that would not tolerate the idea of a national rel 
establishment, and with the disendowed prelates of the north of our own i 
where a Bishop's income scarcely exceeds that of some English curates. Tl 
happy misapprehension that we are mere Establis^hmentarians, or the creatures of 1 
law, is being gradually dissipated by facts which exhibit us as ftliving, working. 
Church; Catholic in discipline, Apostolic in form and order, Evangelic in doc 
acting in unison under the yarie<l forms of monarchy, of republic, and of free cc 
ffoyernment ; whether united by a compact with the State, or in a condition of 
lute separation from it, or — as in our colonies — ^in a state of flux between the U 

(3) Again, Churchmen and Nonconformists seem to me in the main blind 
great and real distinction exist. ng between our corporate and our individual 
xnembers of Christ — the latter membership only affecting our pei-sonal unior 
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the Lord; the former hallowing and intensifying that union with the corporate 
strength of the visible body of Christ upon earth, and falfiUing the Lord's beaatiful 
prayer, not only that we might be made each one with Him, but all one in Him. 
(Cf. St. John zviL 21 — 2S.) If that important distinction were bat universally 
recognised, much of the bitterness that has grown up between the two great parties 
of Churchmen and Nonconformists would necessarily l>e abolished. Ko man who 
loTes the Lord Jesus Christ in sincerity can think or speak unkindly of another who 
does the same : no, notwithstanding that that love may be of a less comprehensiTe 
\ ^d intelligent form than his own. The blessedness of the unity of the Church 

Iwodd, moreoYcr, be more appreciated, and more sought by all, while spiritual and 
personal union with Christ as the personal Head of each, no less than the corporate 
Head of all, would be more eagerly longed for. 
f Having now sought to clear away the grounds of misapprehension arising from the 
' three causes, viz. : — 

(1) That Churchmen are slow to recognise the necessity of Nonconformity as a 
&et; 

(2) That Nonconformists are slow to recognise the Scriptural grounds of the 
Churchman's position ; and 

(8) That both are too blind to the important distinction between our personal 
muon with, and our corporate union in, Christ ; — I trust the way will now be plainer 
for mutual respect and mutual consideration between the two. 

II. I turn, therefore, now to the second position I desire to support, viz., the 
fitiUifal discharge of the covenanted duty of the Church's ministry. 

(1) Our business, I conceive, is not to seek to eradicate that which is ineradicable 
(because growing spontaneously out of the necessary conditions of our common 
existence), but while we recognise its necessity, to give it no food to grow and to 
increase upon. Anything like abuse, like persecution, like personal hostility, is sure 
to feed Nonconformity. Treated with tenderness, and conciliated by love, they who 
u« now seduced into its errors will gradually learn to love the more excellent way the 
Chorch opens to them. 

If I am rightly informed concerning the origin of the '' Liberation Society," — ^and 
I haye very excellent authority for believing it, — ^it arose simply and entirely firom 
^e detestation kindled in an able Nonconformist's mind, by the wrong done through 
carrying out the law of the land (not of the Church, though the Church was closely 
involyed in it) to the prejudice of personal freedom and of social and domestic 
happiness : and just as a policy of persecution or intolerance tends to alienate men's 
Jjinds, so does a policy of long-suffering and forbearance tend to attract them. 
•I^bese were the weapons wherewith Christ overcame the world ; and in the strength 
of these weapons of her divine Head the Church will ever prove victorious. Were it 
onee reduced by right treatment to its right proportions. Nonconformity would not 
puly be harmless — it might even incidentally prove useful as a safety valve to the 
inrepreasible self-will of a fallen nature, which, without such outlet, might break out 
^to extravagances of a simply political, and of a far more dangerous character. 

(2) In speaking of the discharge of their covenanted duty by the sacred ministry, 
I Would remind this Congress that our Church, under the government of a Dioceeaa 
■^pinsopate, has adopted that " parochial system " whereby every portion of the soil 
«^e covers is provided with the personal ministry of a parish priest. I refer with 
pain to the fact, that some of these are in the habit of drawing a distinct line of 
demarcation in ministering to those whom they consider " their people," 1. 1. Church- 
men ; and in abstaining from ministering to those whom they consider '' not their 
people," i.e. Nonconformists. Now, I would solemnly assert my conviction in this 
great assemblage, that our mission as parish priests is to alii &^d not to a part orUy, 
of onr flocks. If the fact of the withdrawal of a layman from the ministry set over 
him justifies Christ's minister in leaving his soul uncared for, the withdrawal of a 
nominal Churchman from Christ would justify Him in immediately proceeding to his 
ezcigion from His body. But let any man ask of his own soul, what would have 
oecome of him had he been left to the exercise of so stem a law as this 1 The very 
^templation of such rigid justice in action towards ourselves is terrible ! But the 
^ihlies in precisely the opposite direction. Christ's mission was to seek and to 
atve that which was lost ; and His mission to sinners through the parish priest must 
he carried out in His own spirit of forbearing love. Our Liturgy is impregnated 
with the same spirit when it teaches us to pray for the weak-hearted, and that God 
jnll bring into the way of truth all such as have erred and are deceived. The same 
holy prayer that teaches us to petition for deliverance " from false doctrine, heresy, 
and Bcbism," teaches us also to pray for deliverance " from pride, vainglory, and 
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uncharitableness.*' It is worse than idle, it is manifestly sinful, to nse these pnyen 
<lay by day, and yet to indulge in systematic nncharitableness towards men who an 
personally as holy as — perhaps more holy than— oarselves. Moreover, while by inooo* 
«istencies such as these we drive our brethren into more bitter antagonism, it ia 
perfectly clear that we can neyer conyert them by calling them hard names, thongli 
we might succeed in winning some of them did we show that we had been blessed 
with more of the spirit of love than they. Wherever the parochial clergy haye 
fitith in their own call, and their own special mission, there they will fulfil it lovingly 
as well as zealously. They will distinguish clearly in their own minds between the 
accurate, and, so to speak, technical theology necessary to themselves as teaehen, 
And the simple personal fiith which is all that is necessary to members of their flod 
as disciples. Some are apt to forget the vast difference in the amount of religioiu 
truth required by the terms of their respective covenants from themselves and their 
parishioners. The clergyman especially is bound by the three Creeds, and by the 
Prayer-book, and by the Thirty-nine Articles. He owes also a conscientious respect 
to those Canons which are now (happily, as I think,) under the notice of a Com- 
mittee of Convocation preparatory to a revision. But he has no right to expect all 
this amount of distinctive faith from the people to whom he is sent. The lay 
member of the Church if, indeed, pledged to the Apostles' Creed ; but beyond the 
terms of that Creed his faith is free, unless he has bound himself to more by his 
own voluntary act. The Clergy, therefore, have no ground for pressing their own 
views— however conscientiously held — on the consciences of those parishioners who 
fulfil their covenant by steady adherence to the principles of the Apostles' Creed. 
This is the sum and substance of the faith into which they have been baptized, 
And this will be the ground upon which they will be judged at the great day. If 
this principle be generally adopted by the Church (as I have no doubt it is the 
Ohurch's intention), and broadly affirmed in reference to the laity, it will proTO a 
great relief to the consciences of many who now oscillate between the Church and 
Nonconfromity. Let dKriBe^fovrcs iv dydtr^i be the Church's constant motto, and 
many who are now Nonconformists will be won to her banner. 

(3) The third point I desire to urge in establishing my second position is one that 
touches upon two sides the practical question of Ministration. The great grounds of 
Nonconformity are two : 1. The theory of a multiplicity of Churches in one place, 
in opposition to the language of St. Paul (cf. Eph. iv. 4 ; and 1 Cor. zii. pauim) i 
■and 2. The right of exercising Ministry independently of Apostolic descent or 
Episcopal order. These are points which can never be conceded on any theory yet 
started : but even with these g^^nd differences between us, each may say to the 
other : " Grace and peace to all that in every place call on the name of Jesus Christ 
our Lord, both theirs and ours " (cf. 1 Cor. i. 2, 3). I am well assured, on substantial 
authority, that the feeling thus expressed is strong among many Nonconformists i 
and I believe it may become universal if the abler class among them only feel that it 
is reciprocated on the part of the Church. May I not assure them in the name oj 
this vast assemblage that it is so 'i 

Now, though I cannot see my way to any distinct recognition by the Church of th< 
ministry of Nonconformists, we might, perhaps, by looking forward a little, absorl 
into our own communion, with their free consent, many who seem likely to devot< 
themselves hereafter to that ministry. 

My own principal difficulties as a parish priest of wide and varied experience hav^ 
been of two kinds, viz., one arising from the number of the population ; the othei 
arising from the wide extent of land committed to my superintendence. Masses o: 
people, of 25,000 or 30,000 souls, require more frequent and more congenial ministrar 
tion than half-a-dozen or even a dozen presbyters can afford. To meet this want 1 
have long urged upon those in authority to throw open the ministry of souls in th( 
Church to an humbler class of men than have hitherto been called to it. For myself 
I see no more reason for every deacon becoming a priest, than exists for every pries 
becoming a Bishop. There are at this moment more than 22,000 clergy ministeriuj 
in the Church of England. No one ever dreamed of all these clergy becominj 
Bishops ; and I think very good reasons might be found for some of them neve 
becoming priests. It is an universal law, that more are fitted to obey than to rule ; an 
this law should be exemplified in relation to those serving in Holy Orders, as well as i 
other conditions of life and action. I believe I am merely urging what is Scriptura 
faithful, reasonable ; strictly ecclesiastical and manifestly expedient, when I suggei 
the admission to the permanent diaconate in the National Church of a considerabl 
number of those shrewd, intelligent, devout, and hard-headed though homy-hande 
men who now seek admission to the Nonconformist ministry. They do this for tl 
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most part without eveiy dreaming of heresy or schism, but Bimply because they love 
Ood, and desire the privilege of heralding Christ's second coming in glory to claim 
the kingdoms for His own. Some of them are men of learning : but for the most 
part the class to whom I allude are men who have never learned theology, simply 
because their parish priests have never taught it them ; but in whose hearts the 
flame of love bums brightly ; to whom the Gospel of salvation is the pearl of great 
price ; and whose only ambition is to share its precious value with others to whom 
thej may announce, and with whom they may share, its possession. 

The second practical difficulty I have experienced is the want of a series of local 
centres round which I might rally small congregations in wide-spread rural parishes 
with sparse population. The erection of Mission Houses, aided by the special fund 
of the Church Building Society, has proved in numerous instances the means of 
bringing Nonconformists in considerable numbers to the Church. I have had the 
opportunity of watching one place in particular, where two congregations of Dissent 
simply perished of inanition, because the means of grace were thus provided in a 
district they had never reached before. The Church did her work, and spoke the 
truth in love ; and Nonconformity subsided, collapsed, and died. 

To sum up, then : what I would earnestly urge upon the Congress as the best 
means of bringing Nonconformists into union with the Church is this : first, that we 
should all seek to clear away the film of misconception and prejudice from our eyes 
and look one another fairly and kindfy in the face ; next, that the National Church 
«hould make it plain to all that she is actuated by Christian love, Christian for- 
bearance, and Christian zeal ; and that she should with all her energy — especially 
through her ministering representatives the parochial clergy, upon whom practically 
lests the burthen and heat of the day — show the world that she is working for God 
and for souls, and not for acquisition of place, or wealth, or power. 

When Nonconformists are convinced of this, they will cease to he Nonconformists : 
for then — ^but not till then — they will recognise the Church in this land as the 
mystical body of the Lord working out His holy will ; they will learn from her 
teaching the blessedness of following the Lord Jesus Christ in a service which is 
perfect freedom ; and they will say— with those few exceptions that a self-willed love 
of selfish freedom from any restraint must always generate : — " We will go with you ; 
for God is with you." 
Mi. J. N.Lanqlet (of Mowbray-house, "Wolverhampton) read the following Address : — 
In considering this question, as we must do, from a Dissenter's point of view, I think 
the reasons which keep men from our communion may be classed under these two 
heads: — 1. A traditional feeling that there is more room for actual spiritual move- 
laent, for individual eflforts, among Dissenters than in the Church ; that they have 
more life, for liberty, — in one word, more religion, than we have. 2. A conviction 
%t oar whole standing ground in assuming to be the National Church is radically 
^^ng, and that dissent is a solemn duty which every Christian man owes alike to his 
country, his conscience, and his God. 

I believe that it is our bounden duty as Churchmen \o give a practical refutation 
of the first class, of objections; and that the second, though now put forward most 
prominently and persistently, would assume a much less formidable appearance than 
i^ does at present. The best argument in favour of an Established or a National 
Church is to be found in the earnest zeal and selfdenylng holiness of the members of 
^t Church. Is it true, then, that there is a lack of spiritual life and liberty in the 
Church of England ] If so, let us openly and honestly avow it, and strive, in God's 
strength, to supply this lack. And let us see whether this fatal deficiency is the result 
of the Church's teaching and principles, or whether it has arisen in spite of that 
teaching. Is the fault in us, as Churchmen, or in our Church] 

One of the very first charges brought against us, and most keenly felt by many 
^^^est Nonconformists as justifying separation from us, is, that the Church leaves 
JO room for lay influence and activity ; that, practically, a layman's sole duty is— to 

bear, to obey, and to pay ; that the parson does everything, rules everything, and 

^ everything. Must we not plead guilty to this charge 1 I, for one, with shame 
admit its force and truth. Every Wesleyan chapel and school reminds me of a sad 
^<i painful page in our Church's history. I think all are agreed that such a schism 
M that of John Wesley's would not be allowed to take place now. And it is painful 
to think how much better and stronger the Church would have been at this day, and 
■-■niay I not say 1— how much better the Wesleyans themselves would have been, bad 
that schism never been suffered to take place. I can only thank God that the 
members of the English Church have learnt better now, and have resolved to wipe off 
this heavy reproach. This question of Lay Agency has a most imoortant bearing upon 
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my present subject, and it is a question that is not to be solved by the united ictioa 
of the Church in recognising a lay order of sub-deacons or readers, though, as afint 
step, that is of immense value, but by the individual action of each cleigyman, by 
his seeking out and heartily welcoming any and every available form of lay hdpi 
I believe Uiat by this means alone hundreds of earnest men and women would be 
insensibly won over to our Church, not by any proselytism, but by the stronger 
attractions of spiritual affinity, and would become our most active and valfuble 
adherents. Clergymen are too apt to wrap themselves up in a strong exclusive dm- 
spirit, which leads them to ignore as fellow-helpers all beyond their own favooied 
class, with the occasional exception of the schoolmaster and the parish clerk, and that 
by virtue of Uieir official relation to themselves. Is this distrust of lay ageney the 
result of the Church's teaching 1 I think not. When I xemember that no Chnich 
recognises more fully than our own the layman's part in every act of public worship; 
that even in the Eucharistic service she retains for the sole use of the people the yeiy 
expressions which have been handed down from St. Cyril in the fourth centnty ; that 
she commits to them her highest utterances of praise in the Teracmetus and Oldria ts 
JSxcelsU; that she thus teaches most emphatically the *' priesthood of the people," 
I cannot think that we are acting as her faithful sons in thus jealously guarding 
against the extension of lay agency. 

Closely akin to this is the charge brought against the monotony of our service. 
And as that service is even still rendered in some churches in one dull round, without 
regard to fast or festival, is there no truth in this charge also ? Can we wonder at 
pious men and women finding relief in listening to Uie extempore prayers of a 
minister, even though those prayers can but reflect the varied lights and shadea of 
his own personal experience? And is not the remedy in our own hands! I firmly 
believe tbat a due regard to the different seasons of Uie Church's year would proYe 
a mighty attraction to many a pious soul, and would furnish a refreshing variety, 
which can never be obtained from ministrations, however gifted and earnest, where 
the Hymn is the only possible act of united worship, and everything else is left to 
one maiL I can only say that such has been my experience. I cannot, for instance, 
wonder at Dissenters not caring to come over to our communion, when they see bo 
many churches closed on Ascension-day, and the Chureh's law and order thus coldly 
set aside by her own priests. And I think it would be quite in harmony with the 
spirit of our Prayer-book, and would supplv a real lack, if we had a few more special 
services, especially for thanksgivings ; and I should much like to see a special and 
a more jubilant form of prayer and praise for our great festivals of Christmas^ Easter, 
Ascension, and Whitsuntide. 

The attention of the speakers on this subject has been invited by the editor of 
I%e Chwrchman to a very interesting letter which appeared in the columns of that 
paper, May 16th, bearing the signature of ** A Dissbbtbr agaibst mt will." The 
writer urged the withdrawal or the modification of the damnatory clauses of the 
Athanasian Creed, or its optional use, as in the American Episcopal Church. ^ The 
conclusion of this letter deserves quotation : — ** I^obody would venture to propose 
these clauses if it were now to be done for the first time ; and by the freemasonry of 
common sentiments we can tell of lips closed and Prayer-books shut when they are 
read from royal pews at Windsor, in many a cathedral stall, and still more humble 
parish churches. This point once settled, I, for one, should begin to feel that I was 
not Nonconformist, but schismatic. At present I do not. I wish I could be made to 
feel that sin for one hour ; that should suffice, for in the next I would confess and seek 
the remedy with a gladness I cannot express." Words like these from one who 
describes himself as " a Dissenter, whose forefathers resigned large livings in 1662," 
plainly show that the Church of England is regaining much of her influence. Noi 
can I refrain from saying that, as a Churchman, I heartily agree with the sentiment 
of this writer. I cannot think the faith of any human being in this cardinal doctrin< 
of the Trinity is strengthened one whit by the occasional use of this Creed, and it ma] 
fairly be questioned if the faith of many is not shaken by the offensive manner ii 
which that great doctrine is expressed. I must say that its stern notes of exclusioi 
jar with a peculiar pang on my feelings on our great festival days. A writer in th( 
second series of The Church and the World (p. 253) urges the modification of thesi 
clauses. 

Another point that deserves notice is the practice of requiring a two years' sileno 

^ I have to thank the Bishop of Iowa for pointing out an error in reference to th 
American Episcopal Church. The Athanasian Creed has never appeared in th 
Liturgy of that Church since the last revision. 
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from any Nonconforming minisfer before admitting him to Holy Orders. I am not 
msensible to the arguments that may be adduced in favour of some such time of 
probation, as a test of the sincerity and purity of a man's motives, but I do think 
that the term might be shortened, and in some cases entirely dispensed with, as it 
bs the appearance of branding a man with a special stigma for having been a Non- 
confonnist minister, and of holding out a very grudging and tardy absolution. 

I am not unaware of crying abuses in the Church, of lazy and absentee rectors, of 
the abominable and shameless practice of selling advowsons, and other glaring abuses 
of patronage. I am not prepared to advocate that the power of appointment and 
dismissal of a minister should be left to the congregation, but I do think that in 
eertuQ cases the congregation should have some means of obtaining relief from the 
incompetence or negligence of the clergyman; and if we, as Churchmen, show 
ourselves in earnest in trying to get rid of these abuses, they will no longer serve as a 
justification of separation from us ; but many Dissenters will feel they can do more 
good by uniting with us to purify the Church from within, than by remaining 
Beparate. Nor ean I think tie vexed question of Church-rates can long furnish 
any just ground for separation and opposition. The leaders of opinion have fully 
expressed theiz readiness to assent to any arrangement which may secure the rights 
of parishioners, and &t the same time reUeve the consciences of those who cannot pay 
these rates. 

Above allj let ns show by our intercourse with each other, that the communion of 
the Church of England is not based upon unity of opinion, but upon unity of worship. 
This, I believe, to be the crowning glory of out Church in its relation to the different 
Nonconforming bodies. In the fact of so many men of diverse and opposing sentiments 
ittinistering at her altars, I see — ^not the proof of a cowardly compromise, which could 
not have survived the first rude breath of opposition — but an honest Christian com- 
prehension, of which faith and worship are the watchword and the bond of union. 
We need not fear the existence of conflicting opinions within the Church while she is 
so truly Catholic in her faith and worship, allowing no man and no party to exalt their 
0^ views into bonds of communion, and thus exhibiting a living protest against that 
idohtry of private judgment, which makes every new opinion the basis of a new sect. 
But we are often told we have bartered away our freedom. Hence our opponents 
we very fond of talking of the Nonconformist Churches as " free " churches, and 
of extempore prayer as ** free " prayer, and thus by insinuation contrasting our 
enslaved position. Let ns remember there is a freedom which brings no blessing — 
the freedom of lawless anarchy, when "there is no king in Israjel, and every man does 
that which is right in his own eyes." A savage or a bandit might speak of his life 
Ma "free*' life compared with the more artificial and restrained life of civilized 
society. Surely there is a nobler and a truer freedom than that — the freedom under 
nghteons law. Would that as Churchmen, even while deprived of our Convocation 
*^d Synods, we could rise to the height of the freedom we possess — the freedom of a 
comprehensive worship — the freedom which recognises the common bond of fellow- 
Mip— the pulsations of the common divine life, amid diversities of opinion, and 
di?eigences of religious sympathy — the freedom which in every utterance of our 
Common Prayer nnites the living present with all the most sacred memories of the 
part, with " the glorious company of the Apostles," the '* noble army of martyrs," 
which belts the earth with one band of fellow-worshippers, each in one voice, uttering 
the one Creed, and with one song of praise approaching the one altar, and comme- 
Jttorating the one great Sacrifice. Give me this freedom, and I care for little else. 

But 1 have said nothing about what seems the strongest objection of all, the alleged 
Wilness of the union between Church and State. In my inmost heart I believe that 
if the Church shows herself fully alive to her responsibilities as a National Church, 
^th a zealous and extended episcopate, a truly earnest clergy, an awakened people, 
the objection to a State Church will be most effectually silenced. I believe that such 
a Church would throw a light upon the whole controversy, that men would read the 
Bible with a new interest, and would again find in it that living unity which it seems 
to have well nigh lost; they would feel that God could not be so self-contradictory as 
to make a National Church the distinctive glory of one dispensation, and, as according 
to our opponents, the distinctive shame of another; they would soon learn to consider 
that hard division between things sacred and secular, between man's social and 
spiritual nature, as fake alike to Scripture and to reason, to human nature and to 
history. 

One word more. Brought up as I was outside the pale of the Church, I humbly 
and devoutly thank God that He led me by the way that seemed to Him best, into 
her communion. I was won by the attraction of spiritual affinity, wid 1 ^<i\A<i V^^ 

F 
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God that not only for our sakes, but chiefly for their own, my Nonconforming bietkm 
could be led to the Fame result I do not pretend to say that I agree with eyerytiiiBg^ 
but I have found something better and higher than agreement. I have found a wuty 
much more 8iicred tlian the lK)nd of opinion, and in her manlier faith, her fiiUv 
worship, her richer life, I hope to Apend my remaining day 8 on earth. (Loud che«a) 

Ar<;iidkaoon Dkxis<.»n. — We are become, it seems, very advanced reformers upon the 
platform. But the reform is going a little too fast for me. (Laughter.) I haw 
attended all the Church Congresi^es since they began in this conntiy, but I have new 
stood upon a Church Congress platform yet to hear a reform of the ^ creeds of tie 
the Church advocated (applause); and I honestly confess, for I wish to oommI 
nothing, that what I have heanl to-night has filled my mind with some veiy «i4 
and serious misgivings. (Cheers.) For my part I can agree with extremely littb 
of what I have had the fortune to hear on this platform. I do not agree at all witk 
my excellent friend. Lord Lyttelton, or with the other gentlemen who have spokei. 
I will not say I disagree altogether, because that would be presumptuous; but in the 
main I do not agree, because, as I understand the gist of their speeches, it was thai tin 
schism, the difference between the Church and Nonconformity, was only to be bridged 
over by the Church of England departing from her own system. My remedy for the 
matter is a wholly different one. The reason why we have Nonconformity, to aveiy 
great extent, is because the Church has not carried out her own system (cheers), and 
the remedy is to be found, not in departing from her system, but in going back to it 
(Cheers.) Now, if the Congress will allow me, I should like- to tell you a little stoiy 
which shows what we might come to by departing from our own system. I had 
a very excellent friend, known by name to everybody here. Dr. Wolfl^ and he m 
very often with me. He used to go about in my parish and talk to people, some 
of whom were Dissenters. He came back to me one day and said, *' I have been talk- 
ing to your only dissenting fanner." I said, " What have you got from him V* He 
said he asked him " Why are you so hard on the Archdeacon about his doctrine of 
the Holy Eucharist] You know he teaches exactly what John Wesley did." The reply 
was, " Yes ; but then John Wesley was such a Tractarian." (Great laughter.) Now 
John Wesley, in departing from the system of the Church of England, becamfl a 
wholly different man in 1780 from what he was in 1760, and if anybody wants proof 
of that, let him take Wesley's two hymn-books— the first publiwied at Bristol in 
1760, and the second published in 1780, when the schism was complete, you will find 
it impossible to imagine two things more different, or a greater sinking down froa 
Catholic truth than is to be found between those two books. This is just what we 
shall come to, if, for the sake of bringing Nonconformists into the Church, we depart 
from the Church system. I say " No," let us rather recall the Church system. One | 
reason why the Nonconformists are so far apart from us is, that the Church and State : 
together have failed to do their duty. I am not going to stand up and find fault with \ 
the Nonconformists for building meeting-houses and chapels to supply their own ■ 
religious wants ; but I am not going in consequence of that to ask the Churdi to . 
commit what I believe will be a greater sin still, and depart from her system ; and 
when I hear my friend, Lord Lyttelton, advocating something like reform in the 
Prayer-book 

Lord Lyttelton. — I want, to explain once and for all, J advocated nothing but the 
one principle, that the Church in her own assemblies should have liberty to deal with 
her own formulas. 

Aechdeaoon Denison. — Well, I don't think the Church should have any such liherty 
in respect of the Creeds. Having some years ago set on foot a memorial signed by 
more than ten thousand of my brethren, the clergy, against any alteration whatever in 
the Prayer-book, I am not going, now I am a little older, to consent to the alteration 
of one word of it, for the sake of bringing back the Nonconformists, because I do no^ 
believe you will bring back one. No : you must make the Church of England more of 
a reality than she is. You must, if you want the people to join you, let them know 
what you want them to join. (Cheers.) Now, then, there are two great positions In 
which the Church of England is represented before the people of this country. One 
is the Church of the open Bible, the Primitive order and Apostolic succession, the 
J-^ook of Common Prayer and administration of the sacraments, guiding and teaching 
an her people in the path of the Primitive and Catholic Church, and the Articles of 
Religion, protesting, on the one hand, against the corruptions and innovations of Borne, 
and, on the other, against certain other things which are not specialties of Rome, but 
which belong at all times to all forms and periods of ChriHtianity. On the other hand, 
we have the Church of the Reformation, and I have been somewhat startled to-day 
by hearing that there is a difference between Catholic and Reformed. You muit 
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of the Church of England, if you want to be respected. (Cheers.) I never 
,t anything was gained by any species of compromise. It is a very commou 
w-a-days in politics (cheers), but I am not at all clear that Europe has any 
3spect for England because she has introduced a system of compromise into 
cs (laughter) ; and I am quite sure that Christendom will not have any more 
»r the Church of England, if she introduces compromises into her religion. 

I pass by all the absurdities of the Church being a creature of the State, 
lie State having the power to make and unmake it, and all that trash and 
which you read of in the Times (cheers and laughter) ; and I will come to 
5h is the great enormity of the present day, namely, that the Church is to 
d to suit the times. I suppose the next thing we shall hear of is that the 
st be altered to suit the times. (Cheers.) Indeed the proposition has already 
le by the writers of Essays and Reviews, and by Bishop Colenso ; and there 
n very excellent friends of mine who are engaged in this matter in a Com- 
r Convocation — of which I have the misfortune to be a member (laughter) — 
k that the Canons of the Church ought to be altered to suit the times ; and 
EiU rowing in the same boat with Bishop Colenso, without being aware of it. 
r and cheers.) Here, then, are two positions, and how on earth is a Non- 
it to know as to which you are inviting him 1 I say don't let us blame them, 
us blame the State : let us blame ourselves. (Cheers. ) I never knew any good 
n finding fault with other people ; but I have known a good deal . of good 
of finding fault continually with oneself. I believe, therefore, the fault here 
e ; and that we must know better than we have yet what is our own actual 

We must throw ourselves right back upon the position of the first century 
ianity, which is the true position of the Church of England and her Charter. 

have done that we have a title to people's respect. They will then say, 

5 understand ." (The time-bell here stopped the speaker, and there were 

* Go on" from the audience.) 
aEsiDB^fT. — The rules must be in all cases observed. 

Kelson. — When I sent in my card just now, it was before Mr. Langley spoke ; 
. it because, as the question of Lay Agency liad been committed to my charge 
)rk Congress, and as I thought it a very essential means of furthering the 
bh Nonconformists, I considered it necessary that such a question should not 
ght of on the present occasion. But Mr. Langley has so fully spoken upon 
icular subject, that I have no need now to say what I had intended to say. 
irks he has made will) I believe, keep the subject alive. We certainly did 
ery great mistake, and lose a great opportunity of utilising lay agency when 
)ldness we suffered the Wesleyans to go from the Church of England. But 
7 earnest indeed for union with Dissenters I cannot, before I sit down, avoid 
g my hope that such a union may be brought about even in our own day. 
one thing which we all dread, and that is the increase of infidelity, the 
pon the faith, and the inspiration of Holy Scripture. But there is a blessing 
even to that, for it tends to bring all who love the Lord Jesus together in a 
ond of union ; and it tends to make them think seriously of the real faith, 
it all smaller difierences aside in defending it. And I do believe that what 
tened during the last week is another thing which should be a call to all 
issenters and to earnest Churchmen to look a little beyond their present posi- 
e have lately had a meeting of the Bishops of the Anglican communion, and I 
a immense blessing will come from it. (Cheers.) I believe, in reference to this 
ect before us, it is a call to the Church of England to come out of her insular 
and do away, not with her faith, but with some of those narrowmindednesses 
certainly attached to her as an insular Church. (Cheers.) 1 believe it is a lesson 
■t the establishment of the Church of England is not an essential part of her, 
an accident ; and it does say something to those Nonconformists who have 
y from her from political reasons, because it witnesses to us all that there is 
g more in the Church of England than the pure establishment, which they 
a led to look upon her as. I think the Archdeacon has somewhat misunder- 
intentions of the former speakers. (Cheers.) I must eay I cannot go alto- 
ith bim in his extreme Toryism. (Laughter and cheers.) At the same time 
i very great deal in what he has said. There is one thing which some people 
id wrongly think, will bring Dissenters to the Church, but wh,ich I am sure 
entirely in the other way. There are some people who shrink from the 
s of their own Church out of a false feeling of sentiment towards Dissenters, 
n certain that is not the way to win them to us. I know a case which I will 
to you as illustrating the point I am touching upon. It happened tA "ni^%"d^ 
F 2 
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in the case of a woman whose sons in my own neighhourhood I had been doing niy 
best to prepare for confirmation. Finding, after what I had said to them when she 
was present, that she had received the Holy Communion, which she had not done for 
some time, if ever before, I asked her about it, and she said, " When I was ill a short 
time ago I was much worse in mind than in body. At that time I received the Holy 
Communion." I went to the clergyman and asked him whether he remembered the 
circumstance, and he replied, " Yes : but I make a point never to consider these case* 
as opportunities of asking questions as to the mental feelings of the person in question; 
because I do not want to be thought to encourage confession." I think anything of 
that kind is wrong (cheers), and I think with Archdeacon Denison that the leal 
acting up to the teaching of the Cburch of England will meet very great and essential 
wants in the minds of Nonconformists. There is not so great a difference after all 
(though I am not in favour of compulsory confession) in people wishing to have the 
assistance and advice of their ministers, and going to confess to him, and the state- 
ment of " experiences '* by the Wesleyans which we know, to be a very great means in 
their estimation of promoting spiritual growth. (Cheers.) I will not detain the Con- 
gress any longer, because the real object with which I rose was to keep alive, if poasibK 
the question of Lay Agency. (Cheers.) 

Viscount Sandon. — 1 have been rather astonished daring the progress of this most 
interesting discussion to hear the tone which has been assumed very largely by the 
speakers on both sides, however much they may have diflfered in their views. Thy 
have talked of bringing back the Nonconformists to the Church of England, as if it 
was a simple matter for the Church of England to hold up her hand, to make some 
slight differences in her ritual, in her Creed and Prayer-book, and that then the great 
body of our Nonconforming brethren would at once flock into our churches and 
acknowledge themselves faithful members of the Church of England. I own I ms 
astonished, because I think it is very important that we, in a Church Congress, as wdl 
as in secular meetings, should be very careful not to deceive ourselves as to the tme 
state of feeling out of doors. (Cheers.) I myself am a faithful member of the Episcopal 
Church of England. I am attached to her ordinances, her churches, and her form oi 
worship. But, as a Staffordshire ipan, I cannot forget what the condition of the 
Potteries and of the Black Country has been ; and, when I remember to what i 
deplorable extent these vast populations were, in jears gone by (left to themselves by 
the Church of England), and when I, at the same time, call to mind, that it is in a 
large degree to the exertions of the great Nonconforming bodies that we owe the 
existence of Christianity at all among these thickly-peopled districts (cheers), I 
cannot but feel that it is no light matter we are considering, and that we have no 
reason, as men of common sense, to expect that, altering a word here and there in out 
Prayer-book, will restore the Nonconformists to our Communion ; or, that, in response 
to a friendly word or a beckon even from a platform like this, surrounded as I knon 
we are by men of the greatest intellect and devotion in the Church of England, thej 
will now come back to the boso^i of our Church. (Cheers.) It is no slight thing tc 
ask them to dissolve all the pherished associations of years past, because we are non 
becoming earnest ourselves, and because we are becoming moir^ alive to the import- 
ance of spiritual things. Forgive me for ^peaki^g plainly — I feel strongly on thi 
subject : I ki^ow somewhat personally of the condition of the masses in the East end 
of London,— there, too, as in Staffordshire, the same stoyy m^ist be told of the Churdi 
of England respecting former years, and there too I believe the vast populations have^ 
to a great extent, kept alive their Christianity owing to the exertions of our Noocon* 
forming brethren. I do say we lose nothing of influence or dignity by confesidnl 
these things. (Cheers.) With that view we should take Archdeacon Denison's advice 
and set oi;ir oyrn house in order, being well assured that when once we can show thi 
spectacle within ourselves of a Church at unity with herself, and though with grea^ 
variety in form of worship — (cheers) — ^at unity in the great essentials of belief— in thi 
inspiratioii of Scripture, in attachment to the pure doctrine of the Reformation — ooi 
Nouconformipg brethren will be more likely to come into our arins than by aaj 
trimming of our forn^ularies or alterations in our mode of worship. Is it too macl 
to hope that as time goes on we may both learn to acknowledge more and more th 
position of both parties] and that, without sacrificing our convictions of the ezcellenc 
of our own churches, we may confess that the very diversity of form and variety c 
organisation, may, after all, serve to promote more widely, in all the various classes ( 
the country, our common object — the saving knowledge of Christ ? Is it too much t 
hope that onr Nonconformist brethren may acknowledge in time that, for the natio 
generally, it is of no small importance that that great Church of England, in whic 
their forelkthers were deeply interested, should remain yrith all the power that belon{ 
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to the established Church of any country as a bulwark against Romish aggression on 
the one hand, and infidelity on the other) Is it too much to hope that they may 
acknowledge us as their standard-bearers in the great fight of Christianity, which can 
alone regenerat>e the vast populations of our teeming England] We have much to 
concede on both sides. We have to hold out a generous hand to the ISTonconformists. 
They have, without any feeling of pride, to accept the right hand of fellowship when 
it is stretched out ; and let us hope that by casting aside all these anxieties as to 
trinuning, and adapting ourselves to the creeds of any party, we may quietly pursue 
our own course, in the conviction that our Established Church depends upon that kind 
of qniet progress which the Dean of Norwich recommended to us in his sermon, and 
npon the going back to the foundation of the first century recommended to us by 
Archdeacon Denison. Then we may gradually draw the wanderers into our fold of 
pore Christianity, and, casting aside all feeling of opposition to our sister reformed 
choiches, may rejoice to acknowledge them as fellow-workers in the same great 
harvest-field, although perhaps not in the same garb, or worshippers in the same 
temples. (Cheers.) 

TheBev. W. R. Clabx (Vicar of Taunton). — Every speaker who has preceded me 
has gone upon the supposition that the separation and disunion among professing 
Christians is a great evil ; and it must have been peculiarly gratifying to those who 
have felt how great an evil it is in towns especially, not to hear wnat we have so often 
heard, that these divisions in the Church of Christ are a blessing and not a curse. In 
former times we have been told these divisions were almost necessary to keep alive 
Christian life in the midst of us, that the mutual rivalries of sects were necessary in 
order that the Gospel of Christ might exist. We might accept that statement if the 
Ckispel were a contrivance of human ingenuity, but not when we remember that it is a 
gift of the love of God. Many of the previous speakers have treated this subject 
theoretically. They have spoken of the adaptations that might be made in the law 
and practice in the Church of England. May I refer to one fact which came under 
my own knowledge respecting the Athanasian creed ] A most respectable Dissenter in 
the town in which I live told me once that he always went to Church on Easter 
Sonday, that he might have the privilege of joining in the Athanasian creed. I have 
often seen that most intelligent and worthy Dissenter in the church on Easter-day. 
That he holds a fair position in the town in which he lives is proved, as he was one 
of those chosen to nominate, or second the nomination of, a member of Parliament at 
the last election. I wish, however, for a moment to speak of the question in its 
practical view, and from nearly ten year's experience in a large town-parish. I will 
state what I believe to be the wrong and right ways of effecting the object we are 
^wcuasing. I don't think the establishmentarian way will answer, I mean the way those 
^0 say to Dissenters, ''Our doctrines are quite the same, discipline is a matter of 
no importance, and an Established Church is a very desirable thing." This kind of 
ugoment will have no weight with any Dissenters, except perhaps Wesleyans. The 
Independents and Baptists know our doctrines are not the same, and there is no use 
in diagaising the fact. They will say, *' If our doctrines are the same, your clergymen 
wad formuUffies which we caimot honestly read," and with regard to discipline, what 
do we mean by saying that it is of no importance 1 Is it a matter of no importance 
whether we have a ministry appointed by Almighty God to continue until he shall come 
^aior— is this a matter of importance oi" not ] With regard to this matter of discipline, 
c^en a Wesleyan will not much admire it, inasmuch as I have never heard any Church- 
SMui admire it Tory warmly (laughter) — I say, even a Wesleyan, who has a very perfect 
• and strict discipline of its kind, is not likely to be drawn to a church which boasts 
that discipline is a matter of no consequence, and is unable to expel heretical pastors 
from its own fold (cheers). The Wesleyan will not be likely, either, to see the 
desirableness of a discipline which would have crushed John Wesley, and put an 
end to his work (cheers). There is another thing which has been spoken of, namely, 
compromise. I do not think a compromise of truth is either lawful or expedient ; 
*nd I do not agree with those who would merge all the differences between the 
formularies of the Church of England and the floating sentiments of Dissenters in their 
own neighbourhood. For one man who has been made a Churchman by that kind of 
treatment, there have been ten Churchmen made Dissenters. (Cheers.) I am speaking 
practically of things I have seen, and know to be true, and I venture to say that any 
one who has had a large experience in a country-town will affirm that, if there has 
heen a course of teaching where the doctrines of the Church have been habitually 
ignored, there you will find that Churchmen year after year have become Dissenters ; and, 
on the other hand, wherever the doctrines of the Chuich have been plainly, and boldly, 
and fearlessly, and kindly, and liberally taught, tb re you will find Dissenter after 
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Dissenter brought back to the Church of England. (Cheers.) I know perfectly well 
these things may not sound theoretically true. It is a most delightful thing in 
theory to make a beautiful undoctrinal Church, where nobody shall have any opinioa 
which shall be contrary to that of anybody else. But practically it will not answer. 
I do not hesitate to say that the methods I have been enumerating are all &l8e. 
But there are some true methods which might be adopted with success. In the 
first place, there ought to be sympathy shown with Dissenters. For one who is a 
Dissenter from fault, there are ten who are Dissenters from misfortune. For one who 
is a Dissenter from self-will, arrogance, and vanity, there are ten who are so from 
the force of circumntances, and from misunderstanding the doctrines of the Church, 
(Cheers ) Our first attitude then should be one of sympathy. And I think there is 
another thing which might be afforded without the slightest flinching from what we 
believe to be true, namely, the concession to Dissenters of the right of private 
judgment. I do not mean to say that all these matters upon which we differ are to 
be made non-essential ; but if I as an individual deal with my Dissenting brother as a 
fellow-Christian, I must concede to him the most perfect right of judging for himselt 
and that will so far conciliate him, that he will feel that you are descending to his 
own platform and are willing to argue the matter out with him upon fair terms. And 
there is another thing which is quite as necessary as these two points, and that is that 
we shall to the best of our ability and power acquaint ourselves with their opinions as 
well as have a firm grasp of our own faith. And here we all of us labour under the 
misfortune of having a most defective theological education. (Cheers.) We ought to 
be thoroughly acquainted with the theology of the Early Church ; we ought to know 
the theology of the Keformation, and of our great Anglican divines; we should not be 
ignorant of the writings of the Puritan divines, or of the works of modern Dissentera 
It is almost imperative that those who live in towns should have this knowledge. 
Who is sufficient for all the duties of his position, if he is sent nnprepared to do 
battle, and is unable to carry on the war with those who are fortified at least with 
arguments oftentimes of a very plausible kind against our own system and forms of 
doctrine ] (Cheers.) I believe that the honest carrying out of the Church of England 
system as it is, will be better than any talk of altering her services or re-adjusting 
her doctrines. Some people have said, " If you will provide quiet services, and have 
no innovations. Nonconformists will be drawn to the Church." Why, we all know that 
the services were quiet enough in those periods in which Nonconformists were lost to 
the Church of England. (Cheers.) It was just in that dull, dreary period of our 
Church's history that all those hearts were lost to us, which are so difficult to recoyer 
and so easy to lose. (Cheers.) 

Mr. Charles Longubt Higgins (of Turvey Abbey, Bedford). — I ask permission of 
this great Congress to make an inquiry which perhaps, considering that the question 
is the best means of gathering in Nonconformists to the Church, may be regarded as ft 
somewhat singular one. Are you quite sure that if with a magician's wand you could 
bring about a reconciliation in a moment with Dissenters, the Church would be any 
great gainer thereby? I am not at all sure of it. I think we may, perchance, find our- 
selves in the position of Pharaoh's fat kine who swallowed up the lean kine, and were 
none the better tor it. (Laughter.) It is of course not to be denied that if we could get 
these good men — and many of them are good men, — to accept verily and faithfully the 
principles of the Church of England, we might, and ought to, bid them Gk>d speed, and 
dutifully and thankfully accept them into our communion. But I do not myself believe 
that in the present situation of things we shall do anything of that sort. There are 
very many reasons amongst ourselves why we shall not. There are a very great many 
reasons on our side why it would be very difficult to bring about any such result. I 
leave on this occasion quite out of the question all the difficulties on the part of the 
Dissenters themselves. I live myself amongst them, and have done so all my life, in 
perhaps the centre of the most dissenting part of England. It is close to where Johi 
Bunyan lived, and nearly half of the people are Dissenters. I know their feelingi 
well ; and, depend upon it, it is not an easy thing we are proposing to do from th< 
difficulties on their side. But, as I said, there are difficulties also amongst ourselves 
If we are to do anything of the sort proposed, and educate the Dissenter in Churd 
principles, the thing must come mainly from ourselves. I should very much like u 
to ask ourselves whether the better way would not be to begin at the beginning 1 W 
may not be able to bring home Dissenters who have been bom and bred so, and hsv 
lived Dissenters for forty or fifty years ; but why not begin with the children in our ow: 
parishes 1 I should like to ask my reverend brethren what becomes of the children whe 
they leave our Sunday-Schools? What becomes of the large number of young men 
bers of the Church who are confirmcl 1 Do they become members of the Church i 
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leaLHyl Is it really the experience of the greater portion of the Church clergy in 
agricultural parishes scattered about the hills and valleys of this country, that any fair 
proportion of these young persons who are brought to the sacred, holy, blessed rite of 
confirmation, really become attached members of the Church of England ] Is it not 
rather the fact that with great grief, sorrdw, and pain of heart we are obliged to confess 
that almost as soon as they begin to have any earnest feeling at all they are caught 
hold of by the Dissenters, and go and join their communities] (No, no, and cheers.) 
There are some things we might do very rightly and properly to prevent this. We do 
not give our Church-people enough to do. In this respect we may take a good lesson 
hom the Romanista : they multiply all kinds of offices in order to give the people 
something to do. If it is only to be a candle-snufier in the Church, it is something, 
and you win people to you. (Laughter.) I go myself most thoroughly and heartily 
with that most excellent and useful movement in this country — the Church choral 
moT^otient. I think it is a most admirable and valuable thing, because it enlists great 
Bombers, especially of our young people in the interests of Church music. (Cheers.) I 
greatly question myself whether we have not done some harm in getting rid of all the 
Ifers and fiddlers in our galleries. (Loud laughter.) I am afraid we have lost them, 
and I think where we have an organ we should get these fiddlers and fifers to 
practise with it. (Renewed laughter.) Nothing, too, has been said this evening upon 
the influence of the Lord's own ordinance of preaching. I do esteem that a most 
important element in this question. You may depend upon it that, at all events in the 
nind districts of England, the congregations will not be kept together unless there is 
•Mnest, faithful, affectionate preaching. (Cheers. ) Ministrations of a very valuable 
ud blessed kind of course there are ; but you will not get hold of the people except by 
fidthfnl preaching. A large number of our churclies possess men admirably qualified 
to teach or preach ; but I shall not be suspected of saying anything unkind or angry, 
if I say there is about the country a great want of that kind of preaching that 
will ever keep together a congregation, namely, the faithful, simple, plain setting 
forth of Jesus Christ. (Cheers.) God forbid I should say that blessed and holy Name 
is not preached : my ponscience would accuse me if I said anything of the sort. It is 
preached ; but, I am sure, often in such a way as poor, illiterate, humble men, women, 
and children, cannot understand. I am inclined to think there is a great deal of very 
valuable £uthful preaching that shoots over the head of the common people. My hair 
positively stood on end (laughter) when I heard some of the remarks which fell from 
those most excellent men who read the first two papers. Don't let us, whatever we 
do, alter our Prayer-book ; let us keep that intact. Depend upon it there is not a 
Dissenter in the country whom you would gain by any such measure as that. Take 
hold rather of your Prayer-book, and teach Dissenters what the real meaning of it is. 
I had sent to me during last week, by some kind unknown friend somewhere in the 
neighbourhood of Norwich, a large pamphlet of supposed alterations which it was 
thought the Prayer-book required. I looked them over, and all I can say is, it appears 
*ome that if a tithe of those alterations were made we should give up everything like 
'eal downright Scriptural truth which the Prayer-book contains. Don't let us be 
afraid of dogmatic teaching, because all real, true, Scripture faith, must be dogmatic. 
Ut then the clergy stand up in their various pulpits, and teach what the real Chris- 
thui fiuth is, and that their Prayer-book is in unison with the Bible. Then you will 
not want any of these schemes for altering this, that, or the other, and you will use 
tile best means to bring the Dissenters over to you, and make them real, faithful, 
Bible-loving Churchmen. (Cheers.) 

The Rev. Dr. Garrett (Manchester). — After spending a life of twenty years as a 
Practical clergyman, I desire to use this opportunity in endeavouring to impress upon 
the mind of this great assembly a few practical thoughts. It appears to me that all of 
« us who ape engaged in the daily work of ministering amongst the masses of the people 
know very well that, practically, they have but little concern with the controversies as 
to whether the Prayer-book be right or not. I believe the great public mind, espe- 
^\\j of the Nonconformists of the present day, is looking anxiously upon the practical 
work which the clergy of the Church are doing in their various parishes. They find, 
for instance, one great hindrance, not only to the work of the Church, but also to their 
own work ; they find that at this moment, in this kingdom, there are 120,000 houses 
open for eight hours on every Sabbath day for the sale amongst the people in whose 
homes they are endeavouring to spread some Christian truths — they find 140,000 
honses opened for the licensed sale of intoxicating articles amongst the poor people. 
W'e are asked where our Sunday School children are 1 In Manchester there are 20,0C0 
children every Lord's day who pay visits to these public licensed places for the 
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demoralization of themBelves in soul and body. We are asked where our c 

for confirmation go, and we find them in those places, engaged in those varii 

of demoralization and dreadful vice. (Question.) If we would desire to br: 

among our Nonconforming brethren a true respect for the National Church 

go down to the lower stratum of the people and take them by the hand, 

them how to live. At this moment I have the power of mentioning to 

assembly one of the practical means by which the Church in this country 

her real zeal for these poor people. I hold in my hand a letter from the A 

of Canterbury in which he expresses, as the head of the Church in this coui 

sympathy in a wonderful movement which is now, I thank Ood, taking plac 

us for the closing of those public houses at least during a portion of the I 

(Question, question. ) It may appear to be unseemly in this great assembl 

the opinion of the Archbishop of Canterbury upon this great practical worl 

of great importance that his opinion should be known. (Question, questioi 

your pardon if I have been beside the question, but I only wished to advise 1 

posing this Congress to use their best eflforts to promote the success of this i 

The Right Hon. Sir Joseph Napier.— I rise, not for the purpose of conti 

discussion, which haa been most interesting and instructive, but because I th 

one of the snbjects which falls within the scope of the resolution that pro 

certain subjects are more adapted to be referred to a committee of persons to co 

report upon afterwards. That is the course pursued both by the British A 

and bv tne National Association for the Promotion of Social Science ; anc 

with deference in the presence of my right reverend friend the Bishop of El; 

correct me if I am wrong — the same thing occurred at the first Congre 

Cambridge. There was one subject of this character which was there re 

committee, was afterwards considered by them, and they gave some valuabl 

advice upon it. Indeed, it has been sometimes objected that all our ( 

end in vapour, and that nothing afterwards is done. There are certain 

tions connected with this question, respecting which we ought to asc 

minds of Nonconformists themselves. We should endeavour to ascertaii 

most large-hearted and enlightened members of the !Nonconformi«t bod} 

the real hindrances that embarrass them in coming back to the commui 

National Church. This, of course, involves very delicate inquiry, and it 

me, from the very nature of the subject, that it would be a wise course if 

the discussion that has taken place, and the proposals that have been bu| 

of which deserve a very calm and serious consideration, we referred the wh 

to a committee, to report upon it at some future period. I have in the coi 

life known many eminent Nonconformists, and have found diflficulties ei 

80 much in doctrine as in points connected with discipline and matters of tl: 

tion. I do believe that there is a large body of Nonconformists who wou 

hesitation in accepting our Articles. I do not mean that they would folio 

all their particular and scholastic details, but in their substance and tb 

principles. I now beg leave to move that the further consideration of thi€ 

referred to a committee, to be appointed by the Central Executive Comm 

reported upon at some subsequent period. (Cheers.) 

The Bishop op Ely. — I merely rise, in a very few words, to second tt 
which has been made. I have listened with great interests to the E^ee 
have been made this evening, and it may seem somewhat paradoxical if I 
had wonderful agreement with almost everybody who has spoken. I do nc 
say that I agree with everything that everyone has said, but I do ihink 1 
every speaker has been aiming at something extremely desirable. I quite 
with the noble lord who spoke first, as to the right of the Church to have 
act in a matter which ?o deeply concerns herself and the country at larg 
I agree with my venerable friend the Archdeacon, who was so strongly ag 
ing the Creeds, against any organic changes in the Prayer-book, and wa 
back to the Primitive Church. There has been, however, a certain c 
opinion amongst the speakers, and I do not think we can settle that tb 
Therefore, I should heartily concur in the resolution, proposed by my right I 
to have a committee to consider the whole matter somewhat more caref 
greater length. I hardly think a more important subject could be brough 
We are all of ua yearning for unity at home and abroad, and certainly, i 
have unity abroad, we cannot do better than begin with unity at home, 
think there is a call upon us in any way to depart from the great prin 
which the Church Catholic has always acted, and upon which the 
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Chuirch of England acts and believes still. I hope and trust, if there are any 
Dissenters present, they will not suppose that in any resolution of this Congress 
we want to catch them, and bring them by any kind of force or stratagem 
into the Churdi. There is no use in trying to do that. If there are any Non- 
conformists here, I would ask them to think that we Churchmen believe them to be 
Christians like ourselves ; we do not perhaps always think them quite as sound in 
some points, but we do not wish for a moment to deny that they are fellow-Christians, 
and I trust they do not wish to deny that we are. (Cheers.) If we are fellow- 
Christians, it is quite certain there is a great call upon us all from our own common 
Master and Lord to strive to become one in His Church, even as He is One with His 
Father in heaven. There must, then, be a great call for this union of Dissenters with 
ourselves, and sureiy we ought to try by every honest and practical means to respond 
to it. There is another thing. We heard in that very admirable sermon this 
morning, that the Church was comprehensive, and I pray God it always may be so ; 
and we heard, too, that the preacher was deprecating the loss of some learned and 
pious members of our own Church, who are at the present moment taking what may 
be an extreme line in one particular direction. He said we should be weakened by 
losing them, and should be thrown back into a narrowness in an opposite direction. 
I think we might apply that to the question as between Churchmen and Dissenters. 
By losing a body of men who have some sympathies with us, who hold a common 
Christianity with us, but whose opinions are exactly in the opposite direction 
to those whose departure the preacher this morning deprecated, are we not suffering 
what is in like maimer to be deprecated 1 Is it not the case that their secession f^om 
08, and holding aloof from ns, is lessening that side of the balance which they 
would wish to weigh down ] And they themselves might reflect that we should ba 
stronger, and they would be stronger, and t^e truth would be stronger, and we should 
l>e able to march with a broader and more solid front against the common enemy 
jf ns all, if we were united, and if the balance of the faith were better preserved by 
having the Catholic element, and the Protestant element, or whatever you may agree 
to call it, united. A great deal has been said about Establishment to-night. I don't 
lil^e the word Establishment at all, and I never use it. The Church of Christ is one, 
?nd it is only becatise we have become disunited, that the monstrous proposition 
^ put forth that the State ought to take out the most respectable form of worship 
Mid then establish it. I deny that is the true principle. The true principle is that 
Christianity comes to a nation, possesses it, and brings it into the Church, and theii 
Restate supports, and honours, and maintains and advances the Church befcause it has 
•'ficome itself. By bringing Dissenters to look upon matters in this way, without any 
unfair attempts to proselytise or to influence their opinions, we might come more 
Mid more, by intercouse first of all amongst ourselves, and afterwards With them, to 
a far happier spirit than we have yet bad^ and in the end may be united with them, 
jnd find we are one Church and one faith, looking forward to the coming of the 
Lord Jesus Christ. (Cheers.) 

The Rev. M. W. Mayow. — I should like to call your lordship's attention to one 
<>f the rules that regulate all our Congresses. It is, ** No question arising out of any 
P&per, or subject treated at any meeting is to be put to the vote," If we carry thi« 
Solution, we shall be, I fear, introducing a bad precedent. (Cheers.) 

The Right Rev. pRRSiniENT.— -I must say it appears to me contrary to rule. 

Ifr. Bkrespord Hopb, M.P. — At the very first Congress held at Cambridge, one 
laember moved a resolution, and a discussion following, it was then and there settled, 
that no resolutions were then, or at any future Congress, to be put to the vote. That 
resolution has been confirmed ever since. It is very certain that this question as to 
'esolutions is worthy of our attentive consideration, and, if it should be adopted in 
the affirmative, the question as to the alteration of our constitution should be debated 
*t the closing meeting of the conference. And there will be no subject better worth 
trying the new constitution upon, than that which has occupied our attention this 



. A conversation then took place amongst several gentlemen on the platform, 
including the Earl of Harrowby, the Rev. S. H. IleSj and Archdeacon Denison. 
IJltimately, 

The Presidbkt said — It is plain there is a difference of opinion as to the meaning 
^' the rule upon this point, but one thing is certain that, if I should determine to 
put this question, there would be a considerable debate upon it, and it is quite im- 
pressible that that can be at this late hour. A postponement would interfere with 
the proposed discussions of every other day. On these grounds I hope Sir Joseph 
Napier will be induced to withdraw his motion. (Cheers.) 
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Sir J. Napier. — lUther than provoke any difference of opinion or debate, I at 
once, of course, withdraw my motion. (Cheers.) 

The motion was then withdrawn. 

The President. — I mu»t still express my great regret that this matter cannot be 
entertained, because 1 think good may come from it. 

The proceedings then terminated with the Benediction from the Right Bev. 
President. 



Ll- 



WEDNESDAY MORNING, OCT. 2. 

THE PRESIDENT TOOK THE CHAIR AT 10 A.M. 

CHURCH PATRONAGE. 

The Rev. J. F. Mackarness (Rector of Honiton) read the fol- 
lowing Paper : — 

A Congress assembled for the discussion of matters affecting tb® 
practical welfare of the Church is no place for inquiry into the his- 
tory or the theory of Church patronage, however interesting tbaj 
inquiry might be. Our purpose is to discover remedies for proved 
defects in our system ; and we shall be better occupied in pros©' 
cuting that discovery than in hunting up apologies for their exist- 
ence out of the history of the past. 1 may add, perhaps, that in tb^ 
avowal of this purpose we stand alone. The Church of England i^ 
the only religious body, as far as I know, which has the boldneS^ 
openly to proclaim its own shortcomings in the honest desire ^^ 
find a cure. Let us assume, then, that Church patronage is i^ 
theory a trust — created for the purpose of appointing fit persons '•^ 
serve God in holy oflSces, according to the laws of His Cfhurch. -*- 
think I am not going too far when I say that the practice has lot^S 
ceased to agree with the theory, and that the customary exerci^^ 
of Church patronage is in truth a breach of trust. The mischi^* 
resulting from this breach is twofold : on the one hand to tt^^ 
flocks who fail to receive the ministrations of the most suitable 
pastors; on the other, to the whole order of clergy, who lose tfc*^ 
benefits which accrue to every profession from a fair distribution ^^ 
its honours and rewards. A yet more serious evil there is, whe^ 
unworthy persons are encouraged to become candidates for Hol^ 
Orders by the prospect of obtaining preferments which, under ^ 
healthier system, would never fall to their lot. 

On this last point, serious as it is, I do not now propose to dwell* 
That evil is to be remedied, not so much by a change in the adiui-^ 
nistration of Church patronage, as by an improved tone of feeling 
among Churchmen at large. There can be no doubt, I think, that 
there has been a great improvement already. The keen sportsman, 
the habitual idler, the mere lover of society and pleasure, though- 
they are still unfortunately to be met with, do not find themselves 
so much at home as they did in clerical life. This is one maia 
reason why the number of those who adopt it has somewhat 
diminished. I am persuaded that many of the recusants, whose 
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refusal is attributed either to theological doubts, or to dissatisfaction 
with the administration of patronage, if they were asked why they 
gave up their intention to take Orders, would confess that a dislike 
of the comparative strictness of a clergyman's life was the principal, 
if not in all cases the only, cause. A growing feeling of this kmd, 
it may be hoped, will more and more deter the careless and ungodly 
from seeking to be ordained. It will do the work which, if Baxter 
is to be believed,. was done by the "Assembly of Triers" in the 
Commonwealth days. "They saved," he says, "many a congre- 
gation from ignorant, ungodly, drunken teachers : that sort of men 
that intended no more in the ministry than to say a sermon, as 
readers say their common prayers, and so patch up a few good 
^ords together to talk the people asleep with on Sunday, and all 
the rest of the week go with them to the alehouse, and harden 
them in their sin : and that sort of ministers that either preached 
Against a holy life, or preached as men that never were acquainted 
^^ith it : and those that used the ministry but as a trade to live by, 
^^^d were never likely to convert a soul : all these they usually 
rejected." It were well if some strong power could be found to 
i"^ject all such men now. 

Suppose the Church purged entirely — as she has to a great extent 

t>oen purged during our generation — of such ministers. There 

t'omains the question, whether a more fit disposal of preferments, 

^"v^en among qualified persons, could not be, and ought not to be, 

ottained. Let me disclaim any agreement with the exaggerated 

^'^presentations of the present state of things which have lately 

V>een put forth. I do not believe, as some recent pamphleteers and 

storj-tellers would have us believe, that all beneficed clergymen 

aire worldly and idle, all the unbeneficed full of saintliness and 

zeal. 1 will even assert — under correction if I am wrong — that the 

g^eat majority of clergymen who desire preferment, and are fit for 

it, do sooner or later — though often far too late — obtain it. And I 

"^ill remind you that no system, however excellent, can avert all 

miscarriages of justice ; no profession can hope always to see its 

^st men in highest place. Nor, again, is it wise to expect too 

^uch from the mere reform of systems or statutes :— 

Quid leges, sine moribus 
Vanae, proficiunt. 

Of what avail to deal with the law of patronage, while society 
Upholds and approves the sale of advowsons in open market as the 
Patron's undoubted right? Any material interference with the 
"ghts of private patrons, however theoretically desirable, is, I am 
P^^'suaded, in the present state of opinion, entirely Utopian. And 
^^ are not in Utopia, but in Wolverhampton, which is a place 
altogether of another kind. 

^Nevertheless, when all extravagances have been repudiated, and 
*W unreasonable hopes dismissed, it must be allowed even in this 
^.^tter-of-fact atmosphere, that some things might be mended in the 
distribution of Church patronage amongst us. There ought to be 
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one class of patronage at least, of whi(?li it could be truly said tliat 
it was administered with no private respects. If it be urged, as it 
sometimes is, that the present system on the whole works well, I 
reply that it cannot be said to work well so long as it fails to give 
fair prospect of a settled maintenance to that large body of its 
ministers who have neither wealth nor interest to rely on. I know, 
as a matter of fact, that the absence 'of this prospect does discourage 
young men of prudent — I do not mean mercenary — ^temperament 
from taking Orders : and that, in the case of those who have beea 
ordained without private means, it does take away that elasticity 
and cheerfulness in work which are hardly consistent with the 
prospect of a hundred a year for the next twenty years> and after 
that, very possibly— ^nothing at all. It is idle to argue as if our 
clergy had taken the vow of poverty : it is worse than idle to 
pretend that Holy Scripture, or the law of the Church, requires 
them to take it. The labourer is worthy of his hire : and the 
assistant-curate who is willing to labour faithfully eight or ten 
years with an inadequate stipend ought to have a reasonable 
prospect of sufficient maintenance during the remainder of his life's 
work. Turn, then, to the administration of public patronage ; for 
it is there, if anywhere, that some practical suggestions may hop^' 
fliUy be made. If recently-published statistics are trust worthy* 
the livings in public patronage amount to half, or slightly mor® 
than half, the entire number of benefices in the Church of Englan-d* 
Dividing these again, we find nearly half, that is, about 3,000, ^^ 
Episcopal or Capitular hands. As the right of presenting to th^^5 
benefices has not been purchased, and cannot be sold, we are q'Oi* 
of that troublesome element in the question : the conditions of t^^ 
trust are, in this case, beyond dispute. It is true, indeed, of ^^ 
patrons, private and public alike, that they ought (as has been sai^] 
" by their names to be patroni, not prcedones, of their churches ^ 
but it is difficult to bring the obligation home to the man who m^^ 
say of his right of patronage, " With a great sum obtained I thiB- 
Official persons, especially persons in ecclesiastical office, mnst^ 
admit that the right of patronage is, and can be — in their case atr 
least — nothing else but a solemn trust. It has been otherwise 
regarded in practice, we all know, — not only by the world, but by 
many who nave been highly and deservedly esteemed in the 
Church. Their practice, however, lias not ventured to call theory 
to its aid : nepotism may find abundant excuse : I do not know that 
it has ever attempted a defence. It may be assumed, perhaps, that 
no rights of property would now be set up to bar the enactment of 
any really good scheme for the employment of public ecclesiastical 
patronage in the general interest of the Church. 

Such a policy, indeed, as far as regards Capitular patronage, 
has actually been initiated. The enactment of the 44th clause of 
the 3d and 4th Victoria, cap. 113, is, as far as I know, the only 
good turn Parliament has done to the Chapters, — always excepting 
its numerous and wholesome provisions for reducing their estates. 
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Even this one good turn, this one miserable instalment of salutary 
reform, has been greatly marred by the blunders of its phraseology, 
and by the long postponement of its operation. Passed more than 
twenty-seven years ago,, it is only within the last two years begin- 
ning to take effect by the decease of the dignitaries whose interests 
— ffiost unreasonably in the particular case — it saved. It was just, 
no doubt, to save their personal emoluments and their lawful 
privileges : but the power to dispose unconditionally of Capitular 
benefices to kinsmen was no lawful right, and ought not to have 
been preserved for a single day. The clause, however, is coming 
into operation at last : it provides that every benefice in Capitular 
patronage must be given either to one of the cathedral clergy or to 
an incumbent or curate of five years' standing in the diocese. This 
is excellent, aa far aa it goes ; that is, if no astute chapter-clerk 
finds a way to drive a coachrand-six through it. But it does not 
touch one of the most serious evils in the case — I mean the devo- 
lution of corporate responsibilities into private hands. Capitular 
patronage has been practically administered, not by the Chapters, 
but by individual members of them. And here I must take leave 
^0 differ, though in many points I agree with him, from a respected 
writer on this subject in my own diocese. Mr. Bartholomew, in 
his vigorous addresses on Church patronage to the Ruridecanal 
Chapter over which he presides, recommends the absolute transfer- 
ence of all Capitular patronage to the Bishops, mainly on the 
ground that patronage can never be safely entrusted to todies of 
5^Gn. I maintain, on the contrary, that the evil has arisen chiefly 
from the very fact that the bodies have abdicated their function, 
^Jid resigned it into private hands. For my own part, I should 
'^ery much regre*, the abolition of Capitular patronage, as, indeed, I 
should regret anything which lessened the usefulness and dignity 
^f the Chapters of our cathedrals. Is not the problem rather how 
*^ tiQake them more useful, more influential, more conformable to 
^^G purposes for which they were founded ? So I at least have 
^oxight ever since I read a letter on the subject addressed to Mr. 
j^lsidatone, nearly thirty years ago, bearing the name-rrsince 
^^^ioured in two hemispheres — of George Augustus Selwyn. Tn 
^e^pect to their patronage, this might easily be done. Their true 
5^^1esiastical position is that of advisers and assessors to the Bishop. 
■*^*^at position, in respect to patronage, might be so defined as to 
P^^eerve their independence, and yet to shut the door against pro- 
"^tile abuse. I will venture to suggest the meana 

laking the 44th clause of the 3d and 4th Victoria, cap. 113, to 

^'T^ich I have referred as a starting-point, we might have it enacted 

^^^t at some fixed time in every year, the Chapter, including all its 

^^n-residentiary members^ should meet in the Chapter-house, and 

^^x^re agree on a list of clergymen, qualified as mentioned in the 

aforesaid clause, not fewer (say) than twenty in number, to. be 

t^ommended to the Bishop as fit to be preferred. Then, upon the 

"Vacancy of any benefice in the patronage of the Chapter, the Bishop 
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should appoint out of that list the clergyinan best fitted in his jud^ 
ment for the particular case. The list should at once be mai 
public, and it should be an unalterable condition of election, thi 
every name placed upon it should have a clear majority of the vot 
of the electors present, such majority being not less than one-thu 
of the whole Capitular body. The advantages of such a scheme a 
obvious. In the first place it would render a corrupt or interest! 
appointment impracticable, otherwise than by collusion bedween tl 
Bishop and the whole body of residentiary and non-residentia: 
members of the Chapter. In the next place it would collect i 
testimony of the principal clergy of a diocese — for these are coi 
monly to be found among non-residentiaries of the cathedral — to t 
work and deserts of their younger brethren in the ministry. Thirdl 
it would facilitate the selection of the right man for the particul 
post, leaving that selection within certain limits to the per» 
especially bound to look to it — the Bishop of the diocese. Lastly- 
and this is not the least important point ; it would furnish a Ust 
eligible presentees to other patrons desirous of doing their duty 
the Church in the administration of their trust. I have kno^ 
more than one instance of unfortunate appointments, made in go 
faith by their patrons who had no means of acquainting themseh 
with the qualifications of their presentees. In this way, Chapi 
patronage, which has been of all classes of patronage the least ace 
sible to the friendless, though deserving, clergyman, might becoi 
his best hope. It might indirectly influence the whole system 
appointment to the benefices in the Church. 

Nor can it be alleged that the principle of the scheme is new. 
late years we have made a great change in the mode of our pul 
secular appointments, because we found the plan of private, irresp( 
sible nommation liable to abuse. If we look to ecclesiastical pre 
dents, there is a long chapter of the Tridentine Decrees on Reforc 
tion, providing a Board of Examiners, to be approved by 
Diocesan Synod, who shall make a report of the clerics whom tl 
shall judge " fit by age, morals, learning, prudence, and other si 
able qualifications, to govern a vacant church : and out of these 
Bishop shall select whom he shall judge most fit of all."^ At ho 
we have analogous precedents of another kind. William III., 
undu^e favourer of ecclesiastical authority, issued a commission, 
is well known, to the Archbishop of Canterbury and four ot 
Bishops, to recommend to him fit persons for all vacant Cro 
livings, and even for the higher dignities of the Church, bind: 
himself to receive no nomination to benefices which had not b 
previously submitted to them.^ Is is too much to hope that 
sense of duty^ and responsibility which dictated the issue of t 
Royal Commission may one day influence again the distribution 
Church patronage vested even in political hands ? 

It is proper to add, as an authority for the proposal to g 

^ C<mc. Trid,f sess. xxiv. cap. xyiii. 

'. Cardwell*s Documentary Annals^ vol. ii. p. ^3* 
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non-residentiary members of Chapters a voice in the presentation to 
benefices, that this suggestion occurs among the recommendations 
of the Cathedral Commissioners in their admirable report.^ Nor 
should I be unwilling — though I have ventured to suggest an im- 
portant variation from it — to accept the proposal in the report as it 
stands. The difficulty is, either way, to draw up such regulations 
for the election to vacant benefices as would effectually counteract 
the tendency of corporations to merge their common responsibilities 
in a succession of private transactions, sometimes designated by a 
shorter and coarser word. The plan of leaving the final selection 
to the Bishop appeared to furnish the best promise of a salutary 
check, while it would not abolish the Capitular right of patronage 
itself. Few, I trust, will be offended at the suggestion that some 
check is required. Couscientious men always rejoice at restraints 
that come in aid of their own infirm resolves to do right. We can 
all understand the reasons which may make it very difficult, as 
things are, for a Canon to refuse a living in his gift to an unworthy 
kinsman: the very refusal may be interpreted as a stigma of 
Qnworthiness. What a relief it might be to him. to be obliged 
to join in bestowing it on a worthier clerk. My position how- 
ever, is, that he has no livings of right in his private gift, 
Diodern practice notwithstanding. That position is borne out — to 

S)te but one authority — by the Visitation Articles of Archbishop 
udto the Chapter of Sarum. His inquiry runs — " Whether the 
advowsons of benefices in the gift of your church be not passed by 
l^alls or sortitions to private residentiaries, and whether this be 
agreeable to the statutes of our church ? Item, whether this course 
take not away hope of preferment from them that take pains in 
preaching in or near about your cathedral church?" I should 
answer the latter question now in the affirmative ; but I should 
J^dge that many more painstaking preachers than the Archbishop 
dreamed of are now-a-days disappointed, and that there are more 
^omes in our time saddened by the sickness of heart which comes 
from thiat hope deferred. 

I disclaimed at the outset all expectation of seeing the sjstem of 
private patronage at present materially changed. One limitation of 
It, however, there is, which I may perhaps be allowed to suggest ; 
^^d I offer it with the greater confidence, because there is hardly a 
letter, article, or pamphlet on the subject, in which it has not been 
approved. 1 would propose that the requirement of five years' pre- 
^otis service in the ministry, imposed hereafter by statute on the 
candidates for Capitular preferment, be made a conditiou of all pre- 
ferment'. Kemember that the discretion of private patrons is already 
J^estrained in some particulars. It is no longer possible, as of old, 

. ^ The recommendation of the Commissioners is, " tibat in any case where a benefice 
^ the patronage of a Chapter is not conferred upon a member of the Cathedral body, 
the right of presentation (saving existing rights) be vested in the Greater Chapter." 
How greatly the Church would gain in this, and many other respects, if that report 
wei^ acted upon, Churchmen do not need to be told. 
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to confer benefices on children (for instance) or aliens. A presentee 
must be by law in Priest's Orders, — of a certain age, — able to pass 
a certain examination. Would it be much to add that he must nave 
been five years in Holy Orders, and for one at least of those years 
have been serving some cure with the Bishop's licence ? If it be 
said that it is hard for the younger son, who has looked to the family 
living as his patrimony, to wait for it four years, I might answer 
that it is much harder for the great body of curates to wait ten, 
fifteen, or twenty years ; but T would rather reply that it is for the 
real benefit of the young man himself, to have had some experience 
of parochial work before he undertakes the sole responsibility of it, 
and that he will be a happier man all his life if he has learned to obey 
before he begins to command. There are cases, too, in which it is 
good for a man to have a few years' absence from the scenes and 
companions of his youthful sports, before he appears among them 
again as a pastor of souls. In almost every case it is probable that 
the Church will be better served, if her ministers have gone through 
some apprenticeship in their difficult work. If this discussion shoiud 
lead us to a serious inquiry into the value of the proviso I have now 
suggested, it will not have been held in vain. 

I feel tnat I ought to apologise to the Congress for passing over 
many of the principal topics belonging to the inquiry which has been 
assigned to me. The law of Simony, for instance, might have had 
a paper to itself I might have spoken of patronage by trustees— 
by ratepayers — by lay corporations. I might have discussed the 
schemes of Church patronage adopted in some of onr colonial 
dioceses under the authority of their respective Synods. With still 
greater ease I might have declaimed on the iniquities of patrons, 
and have drawn the portrait of an ideal Church. I have done what 
seemed more useful. I have simply wished to &tand on the van- 
tage-ground of a modem statute, and to suggest the way forward to 
;ractical improvement in the direction in which that statute points, 
^here are those present who might support such improvements iu tlie 
Upper House of Parliament ; one especially, to whom all Church- 
men are deeply indebted for his recent endeavours to satisfy the 
Church's needs-^endeavours thwarted indeed for the present, but 
surely not to be thwarted for ever. What I have suggested woulA 
be no great progress perhaps ; but it would be real progress, I venture 
to think, which public opinion in the Church is already prepaied to 
approve. It is the province of such a meeting as this to give 
expression to that opinion, when it has been formed: it is its 
proper triumph, when, through the influence of its proceedings, 
opinion is developed into action, — when, at its bidding, grievancej 
are removed, and just complaint is silenced by timely reform. 
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ADDEESSES AND DISCUSSION. 

Beresford Hope, M.P. — My lords, ladies, and gentlemen, — the key-note of 
Hussion has been admirably struck by Mr. Mackarnei^s, and it is my intention 
r it. I do so, agreeing generally with many of the points he has raised, and 
up the same main principle — amendment and not revolution. Well, this 
. of patronage is more complex than at first sight may appear. For let us 
. what the constitutional position of the Church of England is — that position 
lich I dare affirm, its liberties are more thoroughly based than 1 believe is 
ly understood to be the case. H is the position which the law gives our 
that of being the great freeholder of the land. The great Palladium of the 
freedom against the aggressions of the State, of the Bishop, of the newspaper, 
in the circumstance that the cure of souls is the incumbent's freehold — that 
I Persona of the Church, the Person, the " Parson "^ — not the stipendiary or 
*of any man. I say that that is the special distinction of the Church of 
(it was that of other Churches before 1789) and I pray God that it always 

in this realm of England. On it hinges the question of patronage. The 
as not merely to name an official, not merely to appoint a stipendiary, but to 

1 freeholder— some one worthy to take upon himself the responsibilities which 
ihold carries with it. So we see that patronage is a very complex matter 

Law is involved. Political and legal as well as moral and spiritual things 
; and therefore in proportion as the matter with which we have to deal is 
I things |)recious— namely, the souls of men — infinite caution as well as 
jelf-denial must be brought to its discussion. Are we prepared to change our 
The system of patronage in the Church of England may be described as a 
)f infinite practical variety. I cannot add up at this moment how many 
of patronage, all flowing simultaneously, we have. There are the Bishop, 
pter, the Grown — ^that is to say, the Prime Minister — the Chancellor, the 
the Trustees, the Squire, and so on. Are you prepared to alter this variety t 
w will you alter it 1 and what will the result of your alteration be ] First of 
moral result will be that that great and glorious comprehensiveness of our 
which is her distinguishing quality, and which we heard so well explained by 
1 of Norwich yesterday, will be diminished ; so that men of different frames 
, and men of different temperaments, will find it more and more difficult to 
Then again, if you pass a confiscatory measure, whom are you to enfeoff] 
)e the congregations ] What is a congregation ? Is any m^ Utopian enough 
it can be made to mean the communicants only ? No, if you give patronage 
)ngregation, you give, it to the seat-holder — you give it to the pew-renter ; 
have placards, and "sandwiches" in the open streets; you. will have can- 
and trial sermons, till faith and morals, learning and piety, are forgotten, 
i you prepared to give it to the Crown, and reduce the good old Church of 
to a Department of Public Worship with a Secretary of State sitting over it 
;hall ] Perhaps you would give it to the Bishops ] Anxious as I am to main- 
Episcopacy in its apostolical authority, I would beg you not to overload it 
much responsibility. If you give this power to the Bishop, you must either 
mode of making Episcopal appointments, or keep it as it is. If you alter it, 
at once in for a revolution ; if you keep it as it is, you give the Bishop a 
character which he has not now ; for the time may come when the country 
ill be influential people with a good many householders, and the Minister of 
will not be less anxious than Queen Elizabeth was to "tune the pulpits" of 
try. Keep the appointment of Bishops as it is while you overlay the Episco- 
\i a vast augmentation of patronage, and don't you think that the Patronage 
jT, if not in name, will in deed become a Minister of Public Worship 1 Thus 
»ack to the good old freehold system ; and that, I say, we must try to amend 
! sight of God and in view of our great responsibilities. As to the trustee 
[ shall dismiss that in a very few words. Can any man lay his hand on his 
d say it is a desirable system % Has it not been the battle-field of different 
Q the Church — first invented by one and then taken up by another ] It may 
Bssary evil, but I should be very glad indeed to see its exercise duly checked. 
ust point out one danger that might arise from it. Hitherto there have been 
ies in the Church; but now there is a third party— the party of no-belief ; and 
conceivable that this party of no-belief might be willing to secure pulpifs in 
Wolverhampton, Manchester, and other large towns by the system of trustee 
G 
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churches 1 Therefore I dismiss that question, and come back to my main point— io 
that which I would name squire patronage — that is to say, the patronage of country- 
livings in the hands of the neighbouring proprietors ; and that system, I believe, in 
its broad features, to be essential to the well-being of our Church. I wish it to be 
purified, for these are not days when known abuses can or ought to stand. These art 
days when those who wish what is right and pure in the sight of God are bound U 
look around for what is wrong, and to provide for it a remedy. What I would aay 
then, of squire patronage is this, — it is patronage placed in the hands of a man o 
education, of means, of habits of observation, subject to those laws of society which 
though perhaps beginning from a human motive, are, upon the whole, useful and salutary 
to the man who is under their control ; it is patronage placed in the hands of a m&i 
who is, of all others, likely to make a decent and intelligible use of his right o 
nomination. As long as it is kept there, I defy you to find a better method. Its cyU 
are simony, jobbing, nepotism, and the system of trying to make money of th 
property. You have all heard strong denunciations of the sale of livings. But hoi 
are you to prevent it, seeing that livings are to be freeholds] Are we to say, "h 
Heaven's name, don't sell your living on any account]'* Well, but suppose th 
squire is a spendthrift, or has gone to the bad at Newmarket, or has run the countrj 
or has turned Mormon ] Suppose he is a Jew] Would you not allow such aperso: 
the opportunity of transferring his living into the hands of some one more likely t 
make a better use of it than he would himself ] That you must do, unless you mea; 
for ever to saddle the living with an unknown, non-resident patron, inst^wl of th 
new squire living in the parish which the old one has left. I say, regulate th 
matter ; don't abolish it. One suggestion I would make is, that whenever the salec 
a living takes place a royalty shall be charged upon the bargain. Of counse, th 
purchaser would have in the first instance to pay it, but eventually it would come oc 
of the pocket of the vendor ; and 1 would allow it to go at the discretion of th 
Bishop to the augmentation of the benefice itself, or of some other poor living inth 
diocese. This system of charging a royalty on the sale, under even more stringei 
regulations, might also be applied to the sale of the next turn of the presentatioi 
That is a very offensive system, but I don't see how we can get rid of it ; though 
apprehend it may be regulated by stricter examinations, by strengthening the Bishop 
hands, and by preventing him from suffering, as the venerable Bishop of Exeter hi 
just suffered, in the cause of righteousness. Above f^ll things, we must m^e the ru' 
as strong and as stringent as possible— that never in the case of the sale of a nej 
presentation should the royalty charged upon it be applicable to the augmentation < 
that particular living. Then we must limit the power of exchanging livings. Mac 
clergymen appear to conceive that they have a right to exchange their livings as the 
like ; but it is a wrong equally to the congregation, to the Church at large, and to tl 
patron. What can be such a rebuff to a conscientious patron as if, after he has take 
all reasonable pains to find the right man for the cure of souls in his parish, h 
nominee should come to him and claim as of right that somebody else of whom 1 
knows nothing, and of whom he has never heard, should be put into the living in b 
stead ] Then there comes another abuse, which is to the clergy — the bond of reaij 
nation. How are you to deal with that practice! If you abolish the system altogethc 
bad as it is, you will only put it into the minds of unconscientious men to give il 
cure of souls to some clergyman whose sole qualification is to be eighty years of ag 
or to be reckoned a bad life at an insurance office — whereas if a young man is put in 
the living you may at all events get vigour, energy, desire of onwardness. Why n 
fairly say that when a patron has a person in his eye whom he thinks of for his livin 
he may register in the Bishop's Court a delay of the appointment for a term of year 
during which time the Bishop may put a curate in charge of the benefice with tl 
whole stipend during that term] That would give the Bishop a very reasonab 
opportunity of rewarding good; conduct, and it would cut away half the scandal whi< 
arises from bonds of resignation, and which has gone further than anything else 
give a worldly aspect to the system of family patronage. I would then subject tl 
nominee to a bond fide examination. As to the period during which it is purposed thi 
under certain cases, a future incumbent should serve a probationary term in tl 
diocese, I do not mean to discuss whether five years would be too long or too short 
term ; I only say that some rule of the sort might be laid down. At the same time 
am decidedly opposed to confining all preferment to the clergy already in the dioce! 
To do this would be to prohibit rewaitiing exceptional merit, and it would especial 
press severely on that class which has already been hit very hard — the learned clerj 
The inexorable clock forbids me to reply to Mr. Mackarness's observations on fam 
patronage; but I say again that the responsibility of the owner of the soil extends 
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the moral and spiritoal as well as the material well-being of his belongings. I would 
have you remove from the political trader in Nonconformity all occasions out of which 
he may make capital or which may enable him to sneer at the Church. Above all 
things we must look beyond public opinion, and recollect that we shall all — Bishops, 
clergy, laity, patrons, nominee, and flock, have to render an account for these, as for 
all things else, before the great white throne. 

The Rev. Cakon Trevor. — In the paper which we have just heard read, I am afraid 
we have not been kept entirely out of the region of Utopia. One or two things that 
were suggested in it, must have commended themselves to general support ; but when 
my Mend Mr. Mackamess proposes that the Chapter should present a tolerably large 
list of persons, to be at the time made public, and that the Bishop should out of that 
list make the selection, I really could not help thinking that the Chapter he had in 
his eye must have been the Metropolitical Chapter of Utopia itself. No other Chapter 
would hear of it for a moment. It would not be possible, or even desirable, that any 
Buch arrangement should be adopted. In fact it would be the exact opposite of the 
most valuable suggestion that Mr. Mackamess' paper contained. He spoke with very 
great truth when he said that the real fault in the administration of capitular patronage 
rose from the corporate body abdicating its functions, and permiting appointments to 
its livings to fall into the hands of some of its members, to be exercised by them as 
of private right ; yet his proposition is not corporate nomination — that is nomination 
m*de by the common voice of the Chapter — ^but private disposition by the Bishop of 
the diocese ; in fact he would go back to private gift instead of appointment by the 
common voice. Now I apprehend that one of the very best forms of patronage in the 
Church is capitular patronage, if only it be administered by the public voice of the 
Chapter. Many Chapters are composed of a large number of members resident in 
diflerent parts of the diocese, and as well aware as any one can be, of the merits and 
tervmgs of the younger portion of the clergy. If the whole of these Chapters were 
ttsembled for the purpose, I believe the appointments they would make would com- * 
mend themselves to the mind and conscience of the Church. But what is the course 
that is really taken ] Why, the larger portion of the Chapter have consented, contrary 
to their Statutes — ^at least it is so in the Caihedral to which I belong— to resign into 
the hands of its resident members their common trust ; and the resident members 
thmk it simplifies matters to divide the appointments — supposing that they are four 
m number — into four parts, each member taking his share and treating it as if it were 
in his private administration. Mr. Mackamess thinks the neck of the system has 
l>een broken, and quotes a recent Act of Parliament; but let him not flatter himself 
that it will require any great astuteness in a chapter-clerk to drive a coach and six 
tlirougk its clauses. It has already been done. The Act is of no use except for the 
i«8triction that the clergyman who is to receive the appointment shall have resided 
fi^e years in the diocese. I think that a very wise provision, and without it the 
*hole evil would remain untouched. 

Some reference has been made to Crown patronage. In my humble opinion none is 
wtter administered. I look at the cathedrals, and I ask whether any patronage has 
wen better administered than some of the late appointments of Deans ] Many of our 
inoBt eminent men have been selected for deaneries, and I expect these appoint- 
"^ents will have a great effect in reforming the administration of Chapter patronage, 
Mid at the same time in setting a good example to the whole country. If we could 
J% reform our present system — if we could but assemble a numerous Chapter, and 
nave appointments made by the common voice — I do not believe that any one thing 
^oold do so much to improve the administration of patronage amongst all classes of 
*Jciety. How can you expect the lay patron to look upon his trust as any thing but 
* matter of private right, when he sees the Canon residentiary doing the same with 
^ trust? But if it were knovm that the cathedral clergy were from time to time 
wllected seriously to deliberate upon the bestowal of their patronage, then the 
^hedral would set an example which I believe the private patron would gradually 
•J^ to follow, and the result would be the introduction of a better system. I 
tjpugbt the papers on the next subject were to be read before the discussion upon 
wiw was commenced, so that one might have been able to connect the two together, 
Ij'ill however, add one remark — I hope the curates will turn their minds to what is 
J*e real remedy of their grievances. That remedy lies in the more efficient distri- 
hotion of the patronage of the Church ; it is that to which the curate must look for 
the chance of exchanging his position. I am far from seeking to depreciate the 
jxtent of his grievances, still he must not think that his position will be necessarily 
improved by becoming an incumbent. I was myself a curate for twenty-two years. 
I exchanged a curacy for a benefice, and though I have had a chancery ault a.ivd 
doubled its value, I don't get as much from it as I used to receive a.% ^ cvxx^X^. 

G 2 
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The Bishop of Oxford (who was received with loud cheers) said — As your chairman 
thinks it desirable that one occupying the office I hold, should say a few words on 
this subject, I Ycnture to come forward, for I believe it to be one of the most impor* 
tant matter to which our attention can possibly be directed. (Cheers.) In the first 
place, I should like to lay this down as the real guiding star of my own viewe, 
namely, that the evils of which we complain can be remedied by raising the public 
conscience upon this matter. (Cheers.) Now, if that is so, what it becomes this 
Conference to mark is this, that all attempts to mend the evil by hedging round the 
exercise of patronage with certain fixed particulars and invariable rules, will only 
diminish the sense of responsibility in those who have to exercise it. Take, foi 
instance, that most plausible of all suggested regulations — the five years' qualificatioa 
Why the direct result of adopting that rule would be to make patrons say, "1 have 
waited five years, and now I will put in my son. You cannot expect more of me. 1 
have waited the whole five years." That, I think will be the direct result of adopUng 
an artificial rule instead of appealing to the conscience of the patron, instead ol 
inducing him to ask himself, *' Is this really the man for the post ]" You lead him t( 
deal in this trifling spirit with his conscience. It seems to me, therefore, thai yoi 
must be very cautious how you trust to these artificial safeguards, instead of appealing 
to the public conscience of the Church in the matter. (Cheers.) I agree that is i 
great blessing to the Church of England that there should be such a large number o 
different kinds of patronage. I should be exceedingly sorry to see it all placed in thi 
hands of the Bishop. (Cheers.) I, think that that would be a fatal step ; but in speakini 
thus, I exclude that most considerable kind of patronage, the buying and selling o 
next presentations, which I believe to be the greatest sore in the whole of the presen 
system of the Church of England. (Cheers.) Talk of raising the public conscieno 
and of rendering the sense of public responsibility more real, and then endeavoor t* 
combine with that a system which enables a man to buy and sell the care of soulfi 
Why, the two things seem to me to be absolutely contradictory the one of the other 
(Renewed cheering.) Upon this point I must differ from my dear and honoure( 
friend, the Lord Harrowby. I believe the system is a miserable and degrading one 
Instead of agreeing with him that there is nothing of a mercantile character about it 
alas ! my experience has satisfied me, that it is the most horrible mercantile systen 
that can be conceived. (Loud cheers.) There are persons in almost every diocese, wh 
are in the habit of buying livings, holding them for a little time, then selling tjiem 
and getting a little profit on each transaction, and these are a class who are create( 
by this most vicious and degrading system. (Cheers.) What the remedy for it is, 
cannot tell ; but it seems to me that the living should go, with the property. It is i 
providential arrangement that the owner of the soil should take a deep interest in th 
welfare of the people around him. If he is a man of any conscience at all, he wil 
provide fit cottages for them to dwell in, and will see that schools are provided u 
which the children of his tenants are taught. It seems, therefore, a providentia 
arrangement that he shQuld also have the appointment of the minister. Let th 
living go with the property, and I see no evil in it ; but the buying and selling < 
appointments as a matter of wretched profit seems to me to be the most degradin 
thing in our whole system. (Cheers.) My excellent friend, Mr. Beresford Hope, wh 
talks about exchanges, appears to have misapprehended the state of the case. I^ 
clergyman can exchange his living without the consent both of his patron and of tl 
Bishop. Instead of thinking that any good could be got by tying up things togethe 
I believe that it is the very tightness with which things are tied up that creates oi 
difficulties. I think it would be a very excellent thing if a man who has no voic 
hut who has a very large church to ^peak in, were able, with the approval of tl 
Bishop, to exchange with some other clergyman who has a very loud voice and a ve 
small church to speak in. The poor little mouse has perhaps got a living which 1 
cannot exchange. Perhaps it is worth 200/. a year more than the other benefice, ai 
he cannot afford to give up the difference ; but why should he not be allowed 
exchange on fair terms, so that the round man may be put into the round hole, and t 
square man into the square hole. (Cheers and laughter.) I believe that there a 
other and greater inequalities and unfitnesses that might be cured in the same wt 
There is, perhaps, a man put into a town parish who would do admirably well for t 
country^ but who may spoil perhaps for the next fifty years the prospects of t 
church m that town ; while there is perhaps close by a man thirsting to expend 1 
whole soul in preaching Christ in a large town, who is completely thrown away up 
a little country parish, and who, without the least thought of breaking the law 
simony would be glad to exchange with him. Surely we ought to do all in < 
power to facilitate such an arrangement. (Cheers.) I must be stopped by tl 
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dwadfiil little bell — (a growl)— and therefore will conclude by repeating what I have 
said— let us try to raise the public conscience of the Church, and then give every 
fiwility we can for getting every man into the place for which he is best fitted. 
(Lond cheers.) 

The Rev. W. J. Beamont.—! agree with previous speakers that it is a great advantage 
to have many different kinds of patronage, and I think it would be a great mistake 
if it were all in the same hands. No doubt it is very difficult to correct the present 
system when unfit appointments have been made ; but the Church does give a check, 
and it only needs that that check should be more conscientiously applied. For if the 
Chorch does not give an absolute veto to the people upon improper appointments — and 
it would be very undesirable if she did — she does provide a mode of complaint where a 
clergyman does not do his duty as a faithful minister of God. There are periodical 
questions put to the churchwardens by the Bishops or Archdeacons, as to the manner 
ID which the clergyman performs his duties ; and it is only necessary to stimulate the 
chorchwardens to a more conscientious discharge of their functions in replying to 
tiiese questions. If the churchwardens would always present their clergyman if he 
neglected his duty, and if the Bishop would then issue a coir mission to enquire 
whether the complaint was well founded, I believe that a great deal might be done. 
I believe also that the Bishop would be supported by public opinion, especially if he 
took counsel with his Diocesan Synods and issued his commission of enquiry upon 
its advice. (Cheers.) 

The Eabl of Harrowbt. — If this Congress had borne no other fruit than this dis- 
wiagion, I think there would have been quite sufficient to justify those who called it 
together ; for there is no subject with respect to which the influence of public opinion is 
inore important to produce the desired effi^ct. It is just one of those cases in which 
it is the more necessary to act upon the mind of the community before any direct 
j^slation can be undertaken ; and in which the result of such discussions on patrons 
IS more likely to promote the welfare of the Church than any legislation. In the 
first instance, we are met with the serious difficulty that an incumbent once appointed 
is practically irremovable. A man may have no serious vices, or he may have vices 
'hich are not easy to prove, or which people are slow to attempt to prove ; still he may 
^wholly unfit for the position he holds, and yet he is irremovable. He may remain 
fifty years in his cure, and do irreparable injury to the flock over which he is placed. 
1 do think, therefore, that there ought to be a qualified veto in the parishioners, and 
there oaght to t>e an opportunity given to the people to come forward and state their 
objections on the first appointment. It is quite unfits for instance, that a man with 
& weak voice should have committed to his charge a benefice with an enormous church. 
He may have every other virtue under the sun, but he is not fit for that particular 
work--he is not the man to preach before that congregation ; for you ought to have 
A Hum for it who hiis a voice that can fill the place. I do not propose that the 
congregation should have an absolute veto like that which produced the disruption in 
the Scottish Church, but they ought to be able to state the objections which they may 
feel to the appointment, and let their reasons be heard. Now this would of course 
•^ » great innovation; but we have fallen upon times when we must not shrink from 
Miy mnovation for which good cause can be shown. (Cheers.) I know that very 
Jnoch objection is made to the sale of livings. Of course it is a very oflfensive thing 
^ see advowsons advertised for sale with descriptions of the attractions of the place, 
*[d BO forth. But it would be any how very difficult to prevent secret transactions — 
^here there are those who wish to buy and those who wish to sell. It is very difficult 
jo pieyent an understanding fi*om being arrived at between the two. But let us 
look at the matter as a practical question ; and I doubt whether the sale of livings is 
• very bad thing in itself, though it is undoubtedly offensive. People don't buy and 
sell liyings as a marketable transaction. How is a man of property with no patronage 
of his own, who happens to have a son of good disposition, of steady and approved life 
^how is that man to place his deserving son except by the purchase of a living ] I 
jPpeal to the experience of the Bishops around me — (loud cries of "No, No ! ") — whether 
tbose who have obtained livings in this way are the worst pastors in their dioceses 1 
The means by which a man has secured his appointment are no doubt matters of 
upportance ; but they are certainly not of the same importance as the question of 
^ fitness. A suggestion has been made that there should be an interval of at least 
fi^e years between the ordination of a clergyman and the period at which he should 
w entrusted with the sole charge of a parish. I quite agree in the suggestion, and 
I believe that it would be desirable that a larger portion of that five years than at 
present should be passed in the diaconate. (Cheers.) I do not think a year's diaconate 
is a proper qualification in which to assume the functions of a priest ; and I should 
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be glad to see the diacoaato not mode so irrerocable a step as it U now. It ahoiikl 
rather l)e a scu^ioa of trial to the man himself, in order that he may see whether ha 
ougiit to persevere and take upou himf^elf the indelible character of fall Orders. (Cheem) 
The tivc ycar:t* iuierval would be of the highest value. It would prevent a great 
number of jobs — it wouM give time for consideration and for the development of 
character — it wuuld give a man time to try himself and to be tried, before he is 
entrusted with the cuonuoui^ power which is confided to the incumbent of a Hying 
— before he \a put into a po>ition from which he cannot be removed except for groBg 
and proved immorality. (Cheers.) The subject of patronage is an endless one, and 
it is one that is telt by dissenters as well as by ourselves. The difficulties attendmg 
the appointment and removal of ministers embarrass every class of religionists in 
every countr}'. Amongst the dissenters any great contributor to the stipend of the 
minister has a large share in his appointment^ and is praotically a patron ; on the 
other hand there is very frequently no other way of getting rid of the minister when 
once appointed than to starve him out. Amongst the Wesleyana — one of the most 
useful religious bodies in the country' — I believe that the maintenance of the minister 
is provided for, not out of the separate funds of the particular congregation, but oot 
of the gross funds which are placed in the hands of the Conference. I do not say but 
that is not in some respects a useful provision, but it has the effect of depriving the 
congregation of the opportunity of starving out the minister in case of need. There 
is one other point, the effect of which upon the distribution of Bishop's livings has 
not been generally observed — namely, the increase in their value. In the diocese of 
York every Bishop's living has been raised to 300/. a year. This will have an important 
influence in its distribution, even if it is not altogether a safeguard against nepotism; . 
for whereas the Bishop had formerly but one or two opportunities of doing anything 
for his family, and was therefore tempted so to employ such rare opportunities when 
they presented themselves, now having larger opportunities, he will not be under 
this pressure, the livings in his gift will be dealt with apart from &mily considoBr- 
tions. This increase of the value of episcopal patronage is thus a great secority 
against nepotism, and at the same time is a great advantage to the curate, by 
giving the Bishops more frequent opportunities of rewarding deserving clergymen. 
I regard this discussion as one of the most useful that could have taken place. It 
will operate as much upon the minds of the laity as the clei^-^who require improye- 
ment quite as much. Indeed, there is sometimes no species of patronage so ill 
administered as the patronage which the incumbent of a large parish at times enjojs. 
Such an incumbent will sometimes dispose of his patronage very improperly— I do 
not say di8honestly,--but he will use It to get rid of an inconvenient curate at the 
expense of the dependent parish. (Cheers.) 
The subject then dropped. 



THE POSITION OP STIPENDIARY CURATES. 

The Rev. J. J. Halcombe (Charterhouse) read the following 
Paper : — 

The position of the unbeneficed curates of the Church of Eng^ 
land is in theory strictly analogous to that of the junior member^ 
of any other profession or calling, i.e. one of apprenticeship* 
Theoretically the curate is really better off than he has any riga'*' 
to expect to be, because on the supposition that he is merely 

f)assing through the temporary and initial stage of his calling \t^ 
ife, he is in a decidedly better position than he would be in any^ 
other profession. Practically, however, the analogy does not hold 
good inasmuch as all the more important conditions which ordinarily 
belong to the earlier stage of professional life are in the case of the 
curate violated. 

It is to this wide difference between the curate's position as it is 
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supposed to be, and as it really is, that we must attribute the 
difference of opinion existing on this subject. It is the old story 
of the shield with two sides. Both parties in the argument are 
positive, because, looking at the matter from their own point of 
Tiew, both are right. 

1 must carry your minds back to the end of the last century. 
At that time we find stipendiary curates just struggling out of a 
position which happily we can scarcely credit at tlie present day. 
To give a single illustration, we read of three curates in the 
Diocese of Lincoln discharging the duties of twenty parishes ! At 
the same time curates as a body are described as ** languishing in 
poverty and obscurity," and** rarely receiving more than 501 a year 
stipend ; " indeed so great and notorious was the curates' poverty that 
on an Act being passed virtually doing away with this plurality of 
curacies, a Bill, entitled *' The Curates* Relief Bill," was carried at 
the same time, by which a sum of 8,000Z. was voted, to be lodged 
in the hands of different bankers throughout the country for the 
immediate relief of the most necessitous amongst them. The 
circumstances which led to these measures being passed are as in- 
structive as they are curious. There were premonitory signs of an 
approaching revival of religious feeling in the country. As usual, 
there was a snj all party with more zeal than discretion. They soon 
found out that an obselete and almost forgotten statute of the reign 
of Henry Vlll. armed them with unlimited power — a power which, 
if it had been wielded judiciously, would, in the then spirit of the 
times, have enabled them practically to bring about a real and im- 
portant reform. But they did not so use it. On the contrary, they 
strained the mere letter of the law to the very utmost. The natural 
result followed. A reaction in publid feeling took place, and a Bill 
was passed entitled ''Spiritual Persons' Relief Bill," legalising 
Don-residence and pluralities, and thus rendering all reform in these 
Blatters impossible until the Act was repealed. 

But, grievous as was this blow to Church progress, it was not 
without some good effect; it led to the provision that in every 
parish where an incumbent did not reside a cui'ate should. By this 
^eans the plurality of curacies was at any rate abolished, and a 
Marked improvement in the curates' position dates from this time. 
On the whole we may say that curates during the early part of this 
pentury occupied, as they do now, a position entirely without parallel 
^ any other profession, a position very unsatisfactory in a pecuniary 
point of view, and one which afforded a more than usually uncertain 
prospect of preferment. On the other hand, there was much to 
compensate for these pecuniary disadvantages. The position was 
*D independent, and generally a tolerably permanent one, and, above 
^U,it gave free scope for the responsible discharge of the duties of a 
profession which, more than any other, compensates for the loss of 
were worldly advantages. 

The Act abolishing pluralities (passed in the year 1838), by 
enforcing residence on the part of every incumbent, necessitated 
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the gradual but sure extinction of the then existing body of curi 
But what became of them ? They were simply converted in' 
given number of incumbents by the legalising of the position w 
they had previously held. But it is important to observe tb 
additional provision was made for them. No addition was ma* 
Church endowments. True, something was gained by redist 
tion ; the incomes of a given number of men were equalised ; 
from a purely financial point of view, the increase of the nu 
at the expense of the amount of the larger professional incomes 
at the best but a questionable gain, inasmuch as equality and m 
crity of income have a natural tendency to result in equalitj 
meaiocrity of talent. As far then as the former 5,000 curate 
concerned, even up to the present time there has been no prom 
for them in a pecuniary point of view. 

At the same time a fresh body of 5,000 curates, imperatively < 
for by the increase of the population, had been created. ^. 
men found themselves in a position inferior in its immediat 
cumstances to that which had been occupied by the class to \ 
they succeeded ; at the same time their prospect of pecuniarj 
motion was greatly less than that of their predecessors had 
inasmuch as there were 10,000 candidates instead of 5,000, fc 
5,000 or 6,000 livings, representing the only real provision ^ 
the endowments of the Church afforded* 

I need not point out that the newly promoted incumbents, i. 
former curates, having to share their chance of pecuniary adv 
ment with this fresh body of competitors, were losers rather 
gainers by their promotion. 

There is a popular idea that within the last thirty years add 
have been made to the endowments of the Church suflScie 
provide for the increased number of clergy. The total add 
nowever, from all sources can be shown to be less than a c; 
sum representing 400,000/. a year, whilst 3^,000 benefices 
been created. At the same time an additional charge upon th 
endowment fully equal to this amount has been made for the 
port of the newly-created body of curates. As a matter of 
therefore, the number of beneficed clergy has been increase 
nearly 3,000, whilst the addition which has been made t 
endowments upon which they are to be supported is merely nor 

One result of all this has been a reduction of the average ir 
of the beneficed clergy which cannot but materially affec 
position of the unbeneficed. From the only parliamentary re 
obtainable, it would seem that, during six years, ending in 
the average of annual values returned had decreased from 
. to 246Z. a year. Supposing the decrease to have gone on ai 
rate (owing to the creation of churches without sufficient ei 
ments), the average income of incumbents at the present 
would be about 210?. a year, or, deducting the amount ps 
stipendiary curates, ISO?, a year, whilst the average income c 
18,000 parochial clergy amounts to just 150/. a year, 
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What remedial measures then can be proposed ? Proceeding on 
the supposition that the only true basis of Church Extension is 
Church Reform, we should first, I think, direct our efibrts against 
an evil which, whilst it acts most prejudicially on the interests of 
the unbeneficed clergy, is also a grievous scandal — the buying and 
selling of livings. Wherever Church patronage is in the hands of 

S arsons who buy and sell it, it should he redeemed by Church Funds, 
advowson is ever sold the value of which at some time or other 
is not reduced to an almost nominal sum on a fresh appointment 
being made. For a comparatively small sum, then, the patronage 
of such livings might be redeemed by the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners, and vested in the Bishop of the diocese in which they are 
situated, with certain conditions attached which would secure their 
being bestowed in distinct recognition of meritorious service in the 
diocese. The good which would thus be done would probably be 
infinitely greater than could be effected at the same cost in any . 
other way. The principle of this measure is not new ; it was 
strongly urged in 1804, in the debate on the Universities' Advow- 
son Bill, when the Archbishop of Canterbury, speaking of the 
patronage which was afloat in the market, and every day bought 
and sold under circumstances injurious to the establishment of the 
Church and the interests of religion, and, he believed, against the 
laws of the realm, pointed out how advantageously and at how 
small cost it might be placed in better hands. After sixty years, 
Archbishop Moore's words find an echo in this Congress! His 
^ews were greatly in advance of his own times. It is our business 
*o show that he was not in advance of Churchmen in 1867. 

The second provision would have a double object, the removal 
^^ the injustice done to those who represent the former curates— I 
^ean the incumbents of small livings,-^and the improving the 
position of the present body of curates. Looking to all the circum- 
stances of the case, the only feasible means of effecting this double 
^HJect, however gigantic the work may seem, would be the 
Augmentation of say 3,000 of the smallest livings, on the condition 
^^at only curates who had been engaged in parochial work for at 
f ^ast seven years should be eligible to them ; faithful service would 
^ this way be recognised, whilst there would be no danger of 
Patrons being driven to appoint merely the oldest curate without 
^^spect to his efficiency. If, as each living fell vacant, no appoint- 
*^ent was made until it was raised to 300Z. a year, the Bishop being 
^5^powered to make a mere temporary arrangement, the Ecclesias- 
^oal Commissioners making some allowance (if the endowment and 
^ouse was not sufficient) for the service of a curate, there can, 
I think, be little doubt that in the great majority of cases the 
public, the parish, the diocese, and the Ecclesiastical Commis- 
sioners would, between them, readily raise the requisite amount. 
Supposing the number of livings to be augmented on the con- 
ditions proposed to be 3,000, this would give 100 livings a year 
to be augmented for thirty years. Now, for many years past we 
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have been building more than 100 churches a year, and the money, 
generally from SftOOl. to 10,000Z., has been in the main raised by 
local eriorts. So it might be in this case. There would be the 
same direct motive to exertion, and the same concentration of 
interest in a given neighbourhood at a given time ; whilst from the 
feet of the plan depending so much on local eflforts, it would be 
quite possible to arrange that the question of Church Building and 
Church Endowment should never clash. Thus, in thirty years' 
time not only would a great stimulus have been given to promotion 
by merit, the advantage of which it would be impossible to over- 
estimate; but we might look forward to the present evil, arising 
from the existence of so many small benefices, being almost entirely 
done away with. 

But there would still remain that which, taking into consideratioi 
the unusual length of time which a curate's term of apprenticeshi] 
to his profession must continue, must always be a great aw 
unmerited hardship in his position. I allude to what 1 ma; 
term the dead level system, under which a curate of ten, or twelve 
or fifteen years' standing, finds himself competing on equal term 
with men just ordained. This state of things is to be attribute* 
chiefly to the preference shown by incumbents for young unmarrid' 
men — a, preference arising solely, I believe, from the fact, not tba 
an incumbent really prefers a young and inexperienced man, bu 
from his feeling that the stipend attached to his curacy, whe 
received by a man of any age and experience, cannot but be viewe 
by his parishioners as wholly inadequate, and that it cannot be 
tend to lower the Church in the eyes of the people, and even to reflec 
some discredit upon himself for not managing to make it larger. 

There is but one remedy that I can see for this, and it is for th 
laity to come forward and remove this pressure upon incumbent 
And say to them, " If you find it to the interests of your parish 1 
employ a man of some few years' experience, instead of one fres 
from the University, we will meet the stipend which you are abl 
to give with a certain grant, making up the sum to an amoui 
which you would yourself wish it to be. We do not in any wa 
wish to bias you in your selection of a curate, or to secure a larg< 
income to a man merely because he is old; we simply wish i 
remove any difficulty which you may feel as to the amount i 
stipend you can yourself offer under such circumstances." 

Looking to the length of time which, even when our 3,000 ( 
4,000 small livings are augmented, curates must remain as curate 

1 think that this dead-level system is a real grievance ; other rej 
or supposed grievances, of which we have heard of late, are, 
imagine, more or less inseparable from a subordinate position ; h\ 
this one may be remedied. The only question is. Can the laity \ 
asked for help in this matter without interfering with the pri( 
claims of small incumbencies ? I believe that they can. Nay, such 
the perversity of human nature, that if you ask people to provi( 
for incumbents, they will say that they prefer helping to pay curat 
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better ; and if you ask them to help curates, they will answer that 
incumbents have a prior claim. The only sensible plan is to ask 
them to provide better for both. Indeed, from the nature of the 
case, there is no real difficulty in the two works going on side by 
side ; the funds have to be raised in the one case by a temporary 
and local effort, in the other by a general and sustained effort 
throughout the country, in the form of a tax in annual subscrip- 
tions and Church collections on the income of the whole country. 
This appeal to the laity to co-operate with the beneficed clergy to 
recognise the claims of experience and length of service, has already 
been put forward by the Council of the Curates' Augmentation 
Fund. 

I cannot but hope this principle of recognition of service mav be 
acted upon still further, and that- the Curates' Aid Society and the 
Pastoral Aid Society will give materially larger grants towards the 
income of a curate of five years than to that of a curate just ordained, 
thus fiilfilling the Apostolic injunction, "Let the elders be counted 
worthy of double honour (recompense), especially they who hav« 
laboured well in the word and doctrine.^' 



The Rev. G, Osborne Browne (Torquay) read the following 
Paper : — 

In such an assembly as the present it is almost superfluous to 
remark that the ministry of the Church consists of three orders> 
and that the word " Curate '' may strictly be applied to all who 
have direct pastoral charge of souls, whether Bishops, Priests, or 
Deacons. In its more limited acceptation, however, the use of the 
cordis confined to those who, being Priests, have the chief charge 
of a parish, in which sense it is used in our Office^book ; and, 
^ain, with the prefix '* Stipendiary," to those who assist in the 
duties of the " Cure,'' whether Priests or Deacons. 

It would be an interesting subject of inquiry, though beside the 
present question, even did time permit, to trace out the gradual 
rise of this latter class — of Stipendiary Curates — as now existing 
amongst us, from its undeveloped germ in the monastic system of 
^he Middle Ages — a system which, whatever its so-called evils may 
We been, certainly had these two decided advantages over the 
present, viz. that it provided each parish under the sway of the 
^nastery with active priests, in number also sufficient for the 
^ork, as the altering circumstances of each cure might require, 
and gave them a peaceful home in the days of their sickness or 
old age. I would, however, simply accept the fact that, owing to 
the great increase of the population in our parishes, this class now 
numbers probably over 6,000, and forms considerably more than 
one-third of the whole working clergy. For, if the statistics 
i^cently published in the Times may be relied upon, there are 
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4,981 Stipendiary Curates, and 12,888 Beneficed Clerks actually 
engaged in the pastoral work of tlie Church at the present tima | 

Such being the case, it is by no means a subject unworthy of 
so great and influential an assembly of Chui-chmen) to consider the 
position that these men hold in the Church. For, on the one hand, 
loud and frequent regrets have been uttered by our Bishops that 
the number of candidates for Holy Orders has fallen oflF of late 
years in a most remarkable degree ; so that, although the popula- 
tion of the country has most rapidly increased, the Archbishop of 
Canterbury has been forced to acknowledge in one of his Charges, 
that "it is certain, from correct statistical returns, that the number 
of candidates ordained as Deacons has diminished in the last ten 
years on an average of sixty-five per year -/' and, again, in certain 
tables annexed, that, during the same period, the number of 
University men so ofiering themselves has diminished by more 
than eighty per year. Beneficed Clerks, also, in all parts of the 
country have complained that it is a matter of very great difficulty 
to procure Assistant Priests, unless their Cure should chance to be 
in or near some favoured locality^ And, on the other hand, it has 
been declared that this falling-off of the number of candidates for 
Holy Orders is due to various causes, all more or less anomalies, 
and all capable in a great degree of being removed ; and that the 
work of the Church is being crippled, and will continue to be so 
more and more, unless some modification takes place with regard 
to the position of Stipendiary Curates. 

It is therefore a hopeful and satisfactory sign that this subject 
should have been assigned for discussion at this Congress, held as 
it is in one of the great centres of population, where, more perhaps 
than in a sparsely-peopled district, the Stipendiary Curate is knowtt 
to be not only a valuable assistant, but also a necessary instrument 
for carrying on and extending the influence of the Church. 

In the short period allotted for this paper it will not be possibU 
to enter very fully into the question. I will, however, give a slight 
sketch of the three positions occupied by the Stipendiary Curate 
in respect — 

1, To the Incumbent; 

2, To the Bishop ; 

3, The Church in her Convocations : 

touching under each head upon the chief anomalies complained 
of, and suggesting remedies. 

Of the relation of the Stipendiary Curate to the Incumben 
much has recently been said, and many complaints — too wel 
founded, it is to be feared — ^have been made of various derogator; 
modes of speech aod manners of treatment used by the latte 
towards the former. Painful as it is that cause should exist fo 
such complaints, more stress has, I think, been laid upon this thai 
seems of right due to it. For, if we trace the evil to its root, w 
shall find that, putting aside those weaker-minded men who wil 
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ever pride themselves on the accident of their ecclesiastical status, 
it lies far more in the theological than in the social colouring of 
each man^s mind. For, when men disbelieve in a real and spiritual 
life in the priesthood, and regard the whole system of the Church 
as but one of figurative expressions, and look upon the term 
"Priest" as but a phrase, not as a felt and known reality, they 
will generally also look upon the Stipendiary Curate not as an 
assistant in the Priest's office, but more as a humble dependent, 
between whom and themselves a great gulf lies, the depth of 
which is regulated by the disproportion between his stipend and 
their income. Not, however, that this will always be the case ; 
for there will ever be many whose practice is better than their 
theory — in whom the theological mind is subordinate to that of 
the trae gentleman. But in all those instances where this is not 
so, the only effectual remedy is the gradual raising of the theo- 
logical tone, combined with the action of public opinion on those 
who transgress not only the courtesy of the priesthood, but the 
manners of the gentleman. No enactment of Church or State 
could ever do away with that evil, which will generally have its 
chief seat in the differences of theology. But I would believe 
that those who have given cause for these complaints are few in 
comparison with those other Incumbents, who look on their in- 
cumbencies more as spheres of work for God and His Church than 
as positions giving importance to themselves — who believe not only 
in their own priesthood, but also in that of their assistant ; and 
who will, therefore, welcome him not solely on account of his 
assistance in work, but will consult him, so as by mutual counsel 
the more effectually to bring the Church to bear upon the people 
committed to their joint care ; and who will honour him in the 
sight of all, within as without the walls of the church, for his 
office' sake, knowing well that, so* far as he, the assistant, is 
lowered in the estimation of the people, just so far in the end 
^U himself be lowered. 

In this relationship, when duly fulfilled, there is but one 

anomaly which seems to require a remedy. I refer to those cases 

^tere, in large and populous town parishes, the assistant priest 

lias been delegated by the Incumbent to some particular sphere of 

york, has carried it on for some time, and is gradually completing 

^\ Should a change take place in the incumbency, the work is 

^ther stopped altogether, or transferred to others, the original 

Worker having to leave those over whom he has, after long labour 

and much care, obtained an influence, just when that influence is 

fceginning to have its proper weight, and against the wish of the 

people amongst whom he has laboured. At present^ as the law 

stands, the new Incumbent has sole and arbitrary control. How^ 

ever large the parish may be, he may at once either close altogether, 

or transfer to other hands, any Mission-chapel opened by his 

predecessor, licensed by the Bishop, and committed to the special 

charge of an assistant priest. In such cases as these, I would 
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suggest that tlie curacy be permanent^ and that no new Incunrbent 
should have power to remove a priest so placed in charge of a 
Mission-chapel which has been licensed for use by the Bishop. 
Such a regulation as this introduced into a bill to consolidate 
the Church Building Acts would not only be an act of fairness to 
the Stipendiary Curate, but also an incentive to work and to 
the cause of church extension. Many a large town parish lies 
unworked because of the uncertainty of the Mission priest's 
tenure ; many a priest would throw himself gladly into such 
work did he not feel that all his labours might be in vain, and 
his work be brought to a sudden end by the vacation of the 
incumbency : and so the people, having no provision made foi 
them by what should be their loving Mother, become indifferent 
to religion, or join some dissenting body, who, trammeled by n( 
such absurdly restrictive right, plant a Mission where and whei 
they think there is need. 

In no other way would it be for the good of the Church a 
large, or the individual Curate, that his position should be mad< 
permanent. For, so long as it shall be possible in the same brand 
of the Church for one priest to hold and teach, for another t< 
disbelieve and deny, Sacraments and Sacramentals, fee, just s< 
long will it be impossible for a Stipendiary Curate chosen by th< 
one to be continued permanently into the incumbency of the other 
unless he have a definite and distinct sphere of work committed t< 
his charge,, as spoken of before. The cases of lecturers, chaplains 
and chantry priests, as now existing in one and the same Church 
do not work so well as to afford a good argument for making al 
Stipendiary Curates permanent. 

Nor would it be for the good of the Church for the Curate to b 
much more independent of the Incumbent than he is at present 
nor perhaps for his own go«d. Independence may seem to b< 
pleasant in the distance ; possession will quickly prove that it to< 
has its troubles. 

Certainly, independence must not be obtained at the loss o 
discipline ; and those who wish hereafter successfully to command 
ought first to learn willingly to obey. If, however, the Incumben 
is wise, he will, in all points of parish work, form a council of hi 
assistants; and then leave each, in his own way, and by his o^ 
means, in his own separate division of the parish, to carry out tb' 
work jointly determined upon, taking care, however, that too grea 
a difference of action should not exist. And though it may som^ 
times happen that Curates of great experience are conjoined wit 
an Incumbent whose own experience may be small, it is but 
similar case to the army; and he who is most faithful to hi 
colours, and thinks most highly of his calling, will forget disparity 
of age and wisdom, and fight as well under a raw as a vetera' 
leader. 

II. But under the relation of the Curate to the Bishop ther 
are two anomalies which, more than all else put together, hav 
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exercised a baneful influence upon the supply of Candidates for Holy 

Orders, and rendered Stipendiary Curates fretful and dissatisfied. 
1st. The power now claimed for our Bishops of refusing to 

license, or of revoking a licence : and 
2d. The question of patronage. 

1. The first of these is a tremendous power, and, when exercised, 
should not be enforced at the mere will of one man ; for, after all, 
Bishops are but men, and liable to all the weaknesses of men. It 
is a power which may be used for the carrying out of private 
grudge, or personal ill-will ; it may be used by an unscrupulous 
partisan to advance his own opinions, as opposed to the teaching of 

. the Church. Its exercise, moreover, casts a slur upon the character, 
and deprives actually and instantly of the means of existence : this 
would be bad enough amongst a celibate priesthood; how much 

: worse amongst our own, where a whole family may be shut out 
from their daily bread by the refusal of a licence, or be reduced to 
beggary by its withdrawal f This power, if really existent, should 
therefore be carefully stated in Canon and Civil Law, and be sur- 
rounded by provisions for its proper exercise. 

Now, as to the refusal to license, a man once a priest is always 
a priest, and as such, is canonically competent to hold any office in 
the Church : the power to refuse to license such a priest, not being 
canonically disqualified, ought not to be in the hands of one man, 
who is both accuser and judge. The power to reject a priest 
nominated to a benefice is properly limited, the same limitation 
should exist as to the nominee to a curacy. For the Incumbent 
must always know best who is fitted to be his assistant, and his 
nominee should in all cases be licensed, unless by due process of 
law he be proved unworthy ; and the more so as it affects the right 
of property in the stipend to be paid. 

Touching the removal of Stipendiary Curates, there is no Statute 
earlier than 86 Geo. III. cap, 83 : — in which, for the first time, 
section 6, (" Whereas it is expedient that the authority of Ordi- 
liaries to license Curates, and to remove licensed Curates should be 
forther explained, enlarged, and confirmed : Be it enacted and 
declared, that it shall be lawful for the Ordinary to license any 
Curate who is, or shall be, actually employed by the Rector, Vicar, 
or other Incumbent of any Parish Church or Chapel, although no 
express nomination of such Curate shall have been made, either in 
^ords or in writing, to the Ordinary by the said Rector, Vicar, or 
other Incumbent : and that the Ordinary shall have power to revoke, 
summarily and without process, any licence granted to any such 
Curate employed within his jurisdiction, and to remove such Curate 
/or mch good and reasonable cause as he shall approve'') gives 
power to the Ordinary to revoke a li'cence summarily and without 
process. It is difficult to discover the reason for the insertion of 
this clause, as no allusion is made to it in the debate on the Bill. 
But it seems to have 'been smuggled in during its passage through 
the House; and was never known to. the outside world, and those 
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more immediately concernecl, until it was too late. And we must 
remember thnt when this clause was so inserted^ the Church had 
no means of resisting this encroachment on the liberty of a portion 
of her Clergy, the voice of Convocation being then silent, hushed 
to sleep by the tenderness of her nursing mother. This newly- 
acquired power seems to have been very quickly and severely used, 
if one may judge from various pamphlets of that date. 

Now, this Act was repealed in all points save this one, by 
67 Geo. III. cap. 99 ; which itself was repealed by 1 & 2 Vict 
cap. 106. So that the only statutory enactments now in force are 
sect. 6 of 36 Geo. Ill, cap. 83, together with those sections of 
1 & 2 Vic. cap. 106, which refer to the same matter. 

Of these, the first has been ruled by Chief Justice Abbot, in 
King V. Peterborough, to be confined strictly to cases where the 
Incumbent is non-resident ; and sect. 98 of the latter^ on the face 
of it, only refers to the same : for the words " any Curate " in the 
latter section must, I think, be restricted to this particular division 
of Stipendiary Curates ; and this restriction is entirely in accord- 
ance with the following Canons of Interpretation for our Statute 
Law: — 

1. That Acts, taking away trial by jury, and imposing penalties, 
must be interpreted most strictly. 

2. That the ^^ particular '^ preamble, when followed by the 
" general " wording, rules and restricts the meaning* 

I contend, therefore, that by Statute Law, the Bishop has no 
power summarily to revoke a Curate^s licence, except in those 
particular cases where, the Incumbent being non-resident, the ■ 
Bishop has licensed him, under the provisions of the before- 
mentioned Act of Geo. III. To this power, in this instance, when 
exercised not in heat, but for some oflfence against morals ot 
Ecclesiastical Law, there seems no valid objection ; for he who sO 
appoints should also have power to remove, under proper restric- 
tions for the avoidance of injustice. 

But I am reminded that, whether in accordance with Statute 
Law or not, such power of revoking the licence of Curates even <^: 
resident Incumbents, and against their wish, has been claimed aU-^ 
exercised; and that the more frequent exercise of it has be^'' 
recently urged, as a ready means of enabling one section of opini(^^ 
in our Church to overcome another. Differences of opinion b^ 
tween Bishop and Curate, or Bishop and Incumbent, on matted 
not specifically defined by the Church, being suflScient to hind^ 
the issuing of a licence, or to cause its revoking. 

It is because of this power, so claimed, and so recently acte^ 
upon^ that young men chiefly turn away from the ranks of th • 
priesthood. Tutors, well known in our Universities, have declared 
this to be the more frequent reason for University men declining 
to become candidates for Holy Orders. It is against this power 
or this exercise of power, that Stipendiary Curates complain.- 
Because, if not in accordance with eitlier Statute or Common LumT 
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-as I venture to believe it is not— most certainly it is contrary to 
!anon Law, which permits no such power to the Bishop alone, of 
is own sole motion. For, as Bingham says, ^' It must be owned 
hat, according to the discipline and custom of those times, Bishops 
eldom did anything of this nature without the advice and consent 
if their Presbyters, who were their assessors, and, as it were, the 
ilcclesiastical Senate and Council of the Church/^ And again : 
' In some cases, the better to avoid arbitrary power, the Canons 
irovided that no Bishop shall proceed to censure a Presbyter or 
)eacon without the concurrence of some neighbouring Bishops to 
oin with him in the sentence." 
No Churchman would deny that Bishops have power, by right 
if their most sacred office, to censure ; but that power ought to be 
ixercised not at and by their own will, the arbitrium of the man, 
iot the letter of the law, being the guide ; the right coming to 
hem by their office, the exercise of it ought to be under the 
anction of the Church's law. Even in the purer ages of the 
Church, the Council of Nicsea found it necessary to enact, in her 
ifth Canon, that "inquiry should be made whether they have 
)een excommunicated through the peevishness, or contentiousness, 
>r other such like bitterness of the Bishop." If in those days it 
^as found necessary to hedge round the liberties of the second 
>rder from the possible intemperate action of the first, it cannot 
)e wrong to suggest that, at the present day, every stage of epis- 
copal action against a priest should be carried through the formali- 
ies and with the safeguard of a court. For at present the claim is 
or almost unlimited power; a power unknown to the Primitive 
Church, or that of the Middle Ages ; a power till very recently as 
uknown as undesirable. For even supposing for a moment that 
!ie ninety-eighth section of 1 and 2 Vict. cap. 106, gives the power 
f revoking a Curate's licence, whether his Incumbent be resident 
r non-resident, willing or unwilling, it is a power too great for 
tie man to exercise ; and the only safeguard, viz. the opportunity 
► show reason to the contrary, is of very little value : inasmuch as 
le Bishop takes the initiativ by informing of the intention to 
voke ; is the hearer of the reason to the contrary ; the judge 
)th as to the force of that reason, and the sufficiency of the oppor- 
Jiity of showing it ; and lastly, the inflicter of the sentence. 
The Statute Books of the State teem with enactments protecting 
I classes and ranks ; the Stipendiary Curate alone is all but an 
itlaw ; for him there is no regular process of law, no trial by 
ry; the veriest trifle is accepted against him — a newspaper 
port, an anonymous letter, may be enough to stop his ministra- 
)ns ; for he is presumed to be guilty, and mercifully permitted, in 
rtain cases, to show reason to the contrary. He may be separated 
3m the people who respect him, from the Incumbent who values 
m, and at a moment's warning be deprived of the means of 
ining his daily bread. Well may the ranks of the clergy be 
inning ; well may the clergy themselves so often say that they 
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would rather seek any other occupation for their boys than tliat 
which should be the first in their affections. 

Let every Curate, whether of resident or non-resident Incumbent, 
be passed through the same careful process of law — simphfied as 
much as you like, so that it still be law — as his Incumbent would 
be, before he be deprived of his licence. This only will satisfy 
what, I venture to think, is the greatest injustice of the day, the 
deepest grievance of the Stipendiary Curate. It is his right, not 
solely as a Curate, but as an Englishman, to have a fair trial. 

2. The question of patronage is one on which there is a very 
large amount of dissatisfaction both on the part of Curates and 
Incumbents : with the latter, however, I have now nothing to do. 

In the first place, the very large patronage of the Crown, con- 
sisting of all the bishoprics and deaneries, besides about 1,000 
incumbencies, is unblushingly administered from political influence. 
Earl Bussell, no mean authority on such matters, has stated that 
'^ in the Church, the immense and valuable patronage of the 
Government is uniformly bestowed on their political adherents. 
No talent, no learning, no piety, can advance the fortunes of a 
clergyman whose political opinions are adverse to those of the 
governing powers. The utmost permitted to a Bishop is modera- 
tion in his manner of maintaining the orthodox political faith. 
Any hesitation in his vote is an unpardonable sin.*' Let Church- 
men mark well this statement, which, in a greater or less degree, is 
true of every Ministry : let them ponder well on the thought that 
the cure of souls is at the disposal of the Ministerial whip. 

Next, more than 6,000 incumbencies are in the patronage of 
private persons : these are for the most part looked upon not as 
sacred trusts, to be exercised for the good of the people, but as 
properties to be bargained for and sold, — ^to the eternal disgrace of 
the Church, to the keeping back from her bosom of many a pious 
Nonconformist, to whom this is perhaps one of the greatest 
stumbling-blocks. Is a patron in want of money ? Next presenta- 
tions and advowsons are convenient means for replenishing a» 
empty purse ; so long as priests can be found ready to take the 
oath against simony, — an oath which, for careful wording, cannot ' 
be matched with any other ; so long as Englishmen shall stand the 
solemn farce, so long as the EngUsh Church s^all suffer the foul 
blot to rest on her escutcheon. All honour, therefore, to the 
Bishop of Exeter for his recent declaration on this head. Would 
a Hubbard, a Tritton, an Ackroyd, a Powell, a Beresford Hope, or 
any other munificent church founder tolerate for one instant the 
idea of their glorious churches — pious gifts to God and Hi^ 
Church — being advertised for sale in some future Ecclesiastic^ 
Gazette ? It is hard to see why those which have come down t^ 
us from as liberal forefathers should be treated differently to thoS^ 
founded in our day. 

About 1,500 incumbencies are in the gift of Colleges aii< 
Trustees ; 911 of Deans and Chapters. There remain, therefor^ 
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or the Stipendiary Curate, about 3,000 in the patronage of the 
Bishops and Incumbents of mother parishes, to which he may look 
'orward. I will not calculate the chances, nor think of the years 
»?hich must elapse before the Curate shall be hatched into the 
Encumbent ; I will only state that there is no rule for promotion, 
[ncumbents of mother churches will bring men from distant towns 
to promote them over the heads of their own assistant Priests, 
tlus casting a slur upon their ability or fitness in the eyes of the 
people, amongst whom, however, they will still retain them as 
valued assistants. Bishops will do the same, and as often promote 
a man from a distant diocese, who shall have never served one 
single day in that to which he is summoned, only to receive pro- 
motion over the heads of men as fit, as learned, as pious, as hard 
working. 

Incumbents and Stipendiary Curates see this everywhere done ; 
they note it, they ponder it. Can it be wondered at that they say 
at length that there is no use in striving hard to do the Churches 
work, — ^that the men who work most get least; that they get 
disheartened and dispirited when they see what should be their 
work's reward, and their highest honour, dispensed in favour of 
strangers ? 

For the distribution of patronage I would suggest : — 

That Convocation should lay down as an absolute rule, That no 
one should be admitted to an incumbency until he had served seven 
years in Holy Orders. 

That the patronage of the Bishop should be restricted, as that of 
Deans and Chapters has been, to men who have served a certain 
terra of years in the diocese. 

That the acceptance of a residentiary canonry should at once 
vacate all other incumbencies. 

Beyond this, either the sale of advowsons, &c. should be legally 
forbidden altogether, or the patron be compelled to sell alone to 
the Church ; the purchase-money being raised by mortgage of the 
incumbency, to be paid off by yearly instalment after the manner 
of grants from Queen Anne's Bounty. 

The patronage of such incumbencies might advantageously be 
placed in the hands of a permanent body of patrons ; consisting 
for each case of the Bishop, the Archdeacon, the two church- 
wardens, and two laymen, chosen from and by the communicants 
of the parish ; the choice of the Incumbent being restricted to men 
ui the diocese. 

The patronage of the Crown is, perhaps, more difficult to deal 
^th ; but in that separation of Church and State which, I think, 
Jnust come sooner or later, it would b%advisable to follow the same 
plan as I have sketched for private patrons, Crown patronage of 
livings being similarly bought back by the Church, 

But above all, let Convocation lay down a plain and definite rule 
for Episcopal promotion, open and patent to all, known both to 
priest and layman ; rigidly and honestly to be abided by. Thia 
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would at once cut away all possibility of heart-burning; wou 
lighten the heavy heart of the Curate, too unknown and witho 
iiiHueuce to stand the present chances, too honest-hearted, U 
noble to truckle for promotion as so many have done, perhaps wi 
still do. This would hold out at least a chance of honourab 
advance; a settled home, whether of greater or even less valu 
than his curacy, — a settled home in which he can see his famil 
grow up, and not have the continual expense of moving from on 
curacy to another. 

The third position of the Stipendiary Curate is that of hi 
relation to the Church in her councils. 

When we consider that there are about 5,000 Curates to 13,00( 
Incumbents, and when we consider further, that a very la^ 
number of these Curates are men of mature age and practid 
experience, — an experience often far superior to that of theii 
Incumbent, — are men deeply read in Theology, Church Law, Litu^ 
giology. Church History, and other kindred subjects, it does seem 
passing strange that the Church in this land, as a legislative body, 
has never admitted them (at any rate of recent date) to a share in 
her assemblies, nor given them the right of voting for proctoWj 
who shall represent their feelings and interests, their views also on 
matters of the day, as deeply affecting them as they possibly can 
the Beneficed Clerk. 

It has been argued that the Beneficed Clerk, as the possessor d 
a freehold, should alone have this power and this right ; but this,il 
seems to me, is arguing too much on the side of the Establishment 
upheld for the present by the State in the possession of certaic 
property. I would rather take my standpoint on the Church as t 
Spiritual Body, holding her endowments as an accident, not as i 
necessity ; and liable, as formerly, to be deprived of a portion, so a 
some future time to be despoiled of the remainder. Looking » 
the matter in this light — ^the only true light, I think, for Church 
men — I can see no valid reason why the assistant Priest of sta; 
parish should not exercise the Ecclesiastical franchise, while tb 
Incumbent should. I take my stand herein on the priesthood; tl 
same solemn and dread commission has been assigned to the ui 
beneficed as to the beneficed priest ; the one may or may not ha^ 
the same experience or weight of judgment as the other, — y^ 
spiritually their office and functions are the same. As such, the 
right to share in the councils of the Church by right of vote f< 
proctors should be conceded, I believe rather I ought to s3 
restored. (Cheers.) 
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DISCUSSION. 

Archdeacon Allen (SJalop). — In any suggestions for improving the position of 
Stipendiary Curates we must look, first, to the people at large ; secondly, to the 
patrons of livings ; thirdly, to our spiritual fathers their lordships the Bishops ; and 
fourthly, to ourselves the clergy. In the first place, we must teach the people that the 
labourer is worthy of his hire, and must establish the Weekly Offertory. (Loud 
cheers.) Next as to the patrons : what is the real difficulty and grievance of the 
Curate ? It is, that faithfulness in labour and continuance in well-doing afford no 
certain guarantee for his advancement ; but that promotion comes in its full flood to 
some happy person, while it leaves others dry and dispirited. That is what consti- 
tutes the real grievance of the Curate's position. (Cheers.) I believe, in short, that 
the great mischief is this : the longer a Curate has served, it does not matter how 
faithful may be his teaching, the less, as he gets older, his chance of preferment 
Iwcomes. (Loud cheers.) The Bishop of Oxford has spoken of the duty of patrons ; 
ihe duty of patrons is not half enough preached about and spoken of. (Cheers.) A 
patron does not do his duty unless he takes all reasonable labour and pains to select 
—not merely a good man, but the best man he can, for the sacred post. (Cheers.) 
I have no faith in legislation, but I have great faith in appealing to the consciences 
of the people. (Loud cheers.) Next, with all submission to our right reverend 
father^ I come to their lordships the Bishops. I hope I shall not be misunderstood, 
but i must speak as I think; and in one particular the practice of the Bishops of 
England is, I believe, not in accordance with tbat of the Primitive Church, not in 
accordance with the teaching of the Prayer-book, or aven with the dictates of common 
sense. (Loud cheers.) I speak with all respect. (Cheers.) What I mean is this : 
a Curate goes into a parish as a Deacon. Perhaps he gives his mind to croquet 
parties, and pt caches sermons which he transcribes from the first book he takes down 
from his shelf. The farmers see what an empty, negligent fellow he is, but they 
Bay, "When he goes up for ordination iry Lord Bishop will find him out." Well, he 
goes up for examination, and what does the Bishop say ? " Poor fellow, he is already 
in Orders ! " I am not speaking from personal experience. (Loud cheers.) I am only • 
speaking of the general practice ; and I imply nothing inconsiateut with the affection 
and respect I owe my own honoured patron. (Cheers.) But the Bishop says it is a 
pity to send this young man back to his parish disgraced; but, on the other hand, 
the farmers think that the whole examination is a sham and an unreality. (Cheers.) 
Now, I hold that the priesthood ought to be regarded as a distinct degree, as a step 
upwards which ought not to be taken till the person to be ordained priest has shown 
^ his practical experience that the Divine Spirit has marked him for His minister in 
some special way. (Loud cheers.) Now I pass on and come to ourselves, the clergy. 
* say that there must be a great alteration in ourselves, and in many respects ; — we 
must cease to be mendicants — we must be preachers of the Truth, and especially of 
the truth that the people ought to give according to their means to the sei'vice of 
•^Iniighty God. (Cheers.) We must cease to be entangled in worldly business ; we 
must give ourselves to God and to our work — to ministering consolation to the 
■orrowful, to visiting the sick and dying, to preaching, and administeringjthe sacra- 
jnents. When a new organ, for instance, is wanted, the clergyman ought not to beg for 
J*> or make himself responsible for £30, and set his wife and daughters to send out 
Jstters supplicating help, if only in the shape of a shilling's worth of postage stamps. 
(Cheers.) I say it advisedly, we clergymen must never make ourselves responsible 
Jor the paynaent of the balance of bills, we must never give an order to a contractor; 
^ short, we must not be mendicants, but we must preach to our people the duty of 
Siting their offerings to Almighty God, and we shall find the consciences of the 
People readily respond to our preaching. (Cheers.) I was talking the other day to one 
jf the most liberal, in every sense, of Dissenters, Mr. Morley — the President of the 
Liberation Society ; and the thing that he most pressed upon me was this : he said — 
' What I want is for the clergy and for all ministers of religion, to be more earnest in 
enforcing the duty of giving according to each man's means to Almighty God." The 
•^nseiences of the people are alive to that duty ; but if we would do any good, we 
'niistbe a great deal more industrious, and we must not be so cowardly as we are. We 
niust not put off the preaching of a sermon till the squire comes home, but when a 
sermon is to be preached, it must be preached then, or not at all. Or when an address 
niustbe given for the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel or the Church Mis- 
sionary Society, we must do the work ourselves, we must not get the District ^^ctfe\a.T5 > 
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who makes what is called a good speech of five-and-forty minutes (you are happy if 
you are let off with that), an oration all statistics, which nobody understands, and every- 
body is glad when it is over — (laughter) — but which does nothing to convey a deeper 
sense of responsibility, or to deepen the love of souls. I am not saying a word 
against getting a real live missionary, but only against this trumpery device of getting 
a District Secretary to administer the annual dose. (Laughter.) I will only add one 
word more. We must be more righteous as regards the objects for which we ask the 
alms of the people ; for I maintain that it is an unrighteous act to presume upon 
the kindness and courtesy of one's flock and to press upon their charitable attention 
things in which they have no earthly interest. We should never preach a sermon 
or have a collection for anything without the consent and hearty approval of the 
churchwardens, who are the representatives of the laity. (Cheers.) 

The Rev. Walter Blunt. — Fellow Churchmen, fellow Curates ; I stand before jon 
" a bloated pluralist " — a Hector on one hundred a year, which costs me two, and s 
Curate upon nothing. I wish to speak a word to my fellow Curates ; but first, I wish 
to congratulate you all on the state of this patronage question. For, as we have aeen 
here such evident agreement upon the main parts of the gubject among all the pre- 
vious speakers — representatives of the House of Lords and of the House of Common^ 
of the Episcopal Bench and of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners — we may well 
expect to see before long the appointment of a Royal Commission, or at least a Com- 
mittee of one, if not of both Houses of Parliament, to inquire into and advise upon 
this whole matter. Secondly, I will respectfully ask permission of the Bishop of 
Oxford to put him one question. I believe I am right in stating that it is ill^ ^ 
any man to be a Bishop under the age of thirty ? 

The Bishop op Oxford. — It is uncanonical. 

Mr. Blunt. — Well, the question I wish to ask is this : If the existence of such s 
rvXe with respect to a Bishop be not "derogatory to public morals," why should it be 
" derogatory to public morals " to make such a rule with respect to Incumbents of 
parishes ? In fact, I believe that one of the greatest improvements we could make 
would be to enact a law that no one should be the Incumbent of a parish under 
thirty years of age ; i. e. until he had fair opportimity of gaining experience and ripe- 
ness of judgment — and this I say for the sake not of the Curates, but of the peopla- 
But it would act in favour of the Curates too, and particularly of that class of Curatefl 
whose case is the most difficult of all to deal with, and demands most attention— I 
mean the dder Curates, for whom it is very difficult to find work — not because of 
their inability, but because of the inability of their superiors ; an old Curate can 
seldom work satisfactorily under a young Incumbent. He is the superior of his 
superior. He has had too much experience, and knows too much ; and is continually 
treading on his Incumbent's toes without intending it. I myself have more than once, 
in years gone by, given up curacies, not from any discontent with the parish or 
quarrel with the Incumbent, but because I found that I was continually thrust into a 
wrong position, and taking, without intending it, too forward a place. It would be well 
also, if no College Fellow had the care of a parish as Incumbent, until he had worked 
for some time definite as a Curate. And now for one word to my fellow Curates. 
My friends, I can sympathise with you, if any one can. Up to nearly fifty years of 
age I was a Stipendiary Curate only, and as such I have worked in very many ptft* 
of England, and in all kinds of parishes. I know what it is to have the care of ItfS* 
and poor London populations — and that the very worst of them. Petticoat Lane, and 
Rosemary Lane, and the back of St. Giles — to be a Curate in the Pottery district of 
this county, in the clothing districts of the South-West, in the Mining district of 
Cornwall, and many town parishes and countiy parishes, both large and small, sod 
I believe that during my whole Curate life my average income was about £90 a year* 
Moreover, I was always one of those who were called High Churchmen, when HJg^ 
Churchmanship was not quite so popular as it is now; and though my only aim,wi** 
respect to public worship, was to raise it to the earnest, hearty congregatiot** 
standard which we have witnessed at St. Peter's in this town, the having had stt^ 
an aim, and the character of having it, made me an object of suspicion, not only * 
my ecclesiastical superiors, but to those who were far nearer to my own home at| 
to my own blood ; and when at last I became an Incumbent, it was at a poor lit* 
out-of-the way parish, with a ruined Church, which, as I told you before, yields tC 
jEJIOO a year and costs me two, and I am a Curate still. Fellow Curates, then, I kna 
your position and your trials, and can sympathize with you. Bear with me, while 
say to you a few words. Believe me that all this fuss which many of you are no 
making about "the rights and privileges" of Curates is wrong in itself, and moi 
degrading. I wish we could hear less of the "rights and privileges" of Curates an 
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incumbents, and more of their duties and responMbilities. I wish we thought less of 
lUTselves and more of our people. You stand in a high position, being brought near 
K) the immediate service of your (Jod, and all this talk about " Curates' unions " and 
rtraggle about "Curates* rights" is utterly wrong and deeply degrading. In the work 
>f the ministry, as in everything else, there must be subordmcUion^ for the work to go 
M. God has so arranged it, and we are where He has placed us, and our highest 
happiness and our highest privilege is not to be priding ourselves upon our own 
Importance, and contending with our brethren for our "rights," but simply and 
earnestly to be "doing our duty," each and every one of us, "in that state of life 
unto which it has pleased God to call ns." 

The Rev. R. I. Salmon (of St. Michael's, Paddington).— The "poor Curate cry," as it 
has been contemptuously called, has at length made itself heard, but, unfortunately, 
there is in it so much of discordant sound, that it is a very difficult thing to find out 
"What the Curates really do want ! The contradictory letters, partly from ambitious 
and disaffected Curates, and partly from alarmed .Incumbents, which have lately 
innndated the coluums of the clerical papers, have only tended to estrange the 
sympathies of the laity, and have not reassured the minds of the Curate class them- 
selves. What with the preposterous pretensions of a certain class of Curates on the 
one hand, and the intolerable aspersions of one who has the character of possessing 
more impetuosity and zeal than discretion on the other, I am afraid that we Curates 
(fori am one myself) cut but a sorry figure in the eyes of the amused and entertained 
laity. I may be mistaken ; but I believe that from Land's End to Berwick-on-Tweed 
you will not ^nd one Curate complaining that he does not enjoy equality of priest- 
hood - which means, equality of rights in the parish — with his Incumbent. It is net 
^ant of permanency of position, but it is inadequacy of stipend and the exceptional 
system of patronage in the Church of England that we complain of. (Cheers.) As to 
the question of stipend I shall not say much ; but it does occur to me that the laity 
we too apt to compassionate our position, and too little disposed to improve it. For 
my own part, I am sick of compassion — (Cheers) ; and I must say it is a scandal and a 
reproach to our laity, that while there are many who are willing to change thousands 
ypon thousands of pounds, because some horse has managed to push its nose one 
inch before another in a two-mile race, but few are found willing to take any step 
to mcreaae the stipend of the Curate of their parish. (Loud cheers.) It is a very 
grievous hardship to a man placed in a position in which he has to go in and out 
among the poor, not to have the means of relieving the want he sees. (Cheers.) 
Resides, every man who does his work has a right to >)e paid for it. (Cheers.) 
Jknow I am putting the matter in a very secular and mundane light, but perhaps 
it is as well to set aside higher and more spiritual views in considering the subject, 
^e have heard something about Utopia ; but I believe that Utopia is the region 
^ principle ; and that a question which is not based upon principle will always fail 
in the end. I hold, therefore, that we ought to take our stand upon principle. 
(Cheers.) The Bishop of Oxford has told us this morning that he should not wish 
to Bee any unnecessary restrictions put upon the rights of patrons, and that there- 
fore he would not advise the adoption of the suggestion that no one should be 
jUowed to enter upon a living till he had worked five years as a Curate. Now 
1 believe that that would be a most wholesome regulation. There is nothing that 
Jiiore provokes — I might almost say, disgusts — a man, than seeing one whom he knows 
to be his inferior, both morally and intellectually, and who has been marked " tekd " 
^Ver and over again in his University career, nevertheless, as soon as he has been 
twelve months in Orders, put into a comfortable rectory. (Cheers.) Are we to remain 
JUent under these abuses ? I do not see how people can expect Curates to be blind 
•^ the gross injustice of the present mode of exercising patronage. I think also that 
^W have just ground of complaint when, after ten or fifteen years' hard work, 
''*^ey find themselves in no better position, whether as regards present emolument 
^^ prospective preferment, than novices of twelve-months' standing. (Cheers.) These 
J*e the anomalies in the Church of which we complain ; and depend upon it, if the 
^Uurch does not choose to reform them, she will find that there are those who 
^ do it for her in a less friendly manner. (Loud cheers.) We have seen at the 
Present day enough of changes — social, civil, and ecclesiastical — to make these words 
Jeem no baseless vaticination, but a sound inference from induction. I firmly believe 
that if we do not remove the present grounds of complaint some one else will do 
^t for us. (Cheers.) We cannot, I think, call to mind what passed at the recent 
*88embly at Lambeth, without feelings of thankful gratitude. (Cheers.) I say, in 
"pite of the feeble impotence of the Times^ miserable article — (loud cheers) — we 
^not look back on that meeting without feelings of thankful gYat\tudft\ \s\x\. ^«^^\A 
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upon it, no one will believe tliat the Church is in earnest till she has swept away all 
these iniquitous anomalies. (Loud cheers). 

The Rev. C. Dkank. — I hardly expected when I sent in my card that I should tak« 
upon 'myself to stand up ad an apologist for the Right Reverend bench ; but I heard 
the venerable Archdeacon preface his remarks with the observation tiiat it waa an 
invariable custom to ordain as priest aU those who came up after their year's noviciate. 
Now it happens to have come to my knowledge that not very long ago a living Bishop 
rejected nine out of eleven candidates for the priesthood. 

Archdeaook Allen.- -Hear, hear ! I wish it was universally done. 

Mr. Deane. — I must say, / thought it rather hard, and I was not one of tha 
rejected. (Laughter.) I confess I did not expect to hear a great deal more of CuraW 
grievances than has come before us to-day ; and my own object in rising was not to 
make the cry louder, but rather to give reasons against agitation. In the first plaoe^ 
there is no hixly of men who have gained more in position during the last five-aud- 
twenty years than the Curates have done. (Cheers.) By their living and tbeir labour, 
they have gained for themselves an independent position which is improving daily. 
Their services are daily more and more sought after, and their stipends have increased. 
Let them go on, and their work will be valued more and more. As for what haabeei 
said about the tyranny of Incumbents, and the imkindness of Incumbents' wives, that 
is all nonsense. No doubt there are disagreeable, ungentlemanly, and iU-mannered 
Incumbents, but there are also disagreeable, ungentlemanly, and ill-mannered Curatei 
(Cheers.) As to what has been said about the equality of Curates in point of con- 
sideration and remuneration, I deny it in toto. Curates of a certain standing, who 
have shown themselves fit for their work, may not only demand and receive greater 
respect, but they may also demand and receive a higher remuneration for their 
services than Curates of a single year. I do not believe that a Curate who is worthy 
of his office has as much to complain of as we have heard stated. He has the appro- 
bation and esteem of his fellow-men ; and, if he requires it, he has their material help. 
I know an instance of a man coming into a parish with a stipend gradually risiogto 
£1 00. He had come with a title, but finding his services valuable, the people raised hia 
stipend to £100. Nor is this a solitary instance that I could mention if I had time. 
If our stipends were largely increased the effect would be that we should get not a 
higher, but a lower class of men for Holy Orders. At present, with the exception of 
those who are ordained merely for family livings, I conceive that candidates for Ordert 
are for the most part actuated by disinterested motives; and if that be so, I beliew 
they will be no losers. (Cheers.) I do not wish to see our stipends increased; but 
there is one thing to which C\irates have undoubtedly a right to look. It is that both 
Curates and beneficed clergy should have, if they require it, when they become aged 
or infirm; a pension on which to support their declining years and failing strength 
(Great cheers.) Although I am in the presence of many legislators who will tell m< 
that such a thing is in the present state of opinion impossible, still I would urge upoi 
them that it is the duty of the State to provide pensions for the clergy who hiv 
become incapacitated and grown old in the service of the State as w^ll as of tt' 
Church. (No, no.) They do the work of the State by managing schools supports 
by means provided mainly by the Established Church. (No, no.) The clergy ^ 
servants of the State in that degree. (Loud cries of No, no.) They are doing ^ 
work of the State. (Renewed cries of No, no.) I am misunderstood, I meant ^ 
say that the clergy do work which belongs to the State, and that therefore tb< 
have a right, like all others who do the work of the State, to be provided for wh< 
they are past work. (No, no, and cheers.) I should like very much to see that vi^ 
urged upon the attention of the Legislature ; and if it were adopted, I think tb 
Curates would have very little to complain of. (Cheers.) 

Lord Ltttelton. — I am not going to make a speech on this subject, I wish oidy 
mention a fact, which I think should be made public for the sake of example, thoU 
I state it in the presence of him to whom it relates. The Bishop of Oxford has b< 
Bishop of Oxford I don't know how long, but much more than twenty years; fl 
during the whole of that time he has never given a benefice in his patronage to » 
but Curates in his diocese. (Loud cheers.) 

Eabl Kelson. — I rather shrank, as I have to read a Paper this evening, from send 
in my name, but as not many .of the laity have addressed you on this subject, and 
there were one or two things that I was anxious to say, I was persuaded to do so. 
behalf of many dear friends who are Curates, and who may not be here, I would venti 
to protest against one or two expressions which have been let fall, I would fain beli< 
inadvertently, with reference to the feelings which influence the mass of Stipendii 
PrrntcB, I hc^rd from one speaker a statement that Curates put in charge of missii 
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in our great towns, because these missions may not be permsment for their lives, do 
jaot take so great an interest in them as they otherwise might do. I believe, however, 
tihatour Stipendiary Curates" in charge of those great missions consider, not what in- 
comes they may receive, or how long they may continue in them, but how they may best 
-work for Christ. (Cheers.) The longer and more laborious the work and the poorer 
"the pay, the more earnestly do they labour, and the greater honour do they consider 
it to work for their Master. (Cheers.) Something was also said about prizes. It was 
suggested that if there were more prizes in the Church more people would be induced 
to take Orders ; and it was said that comfortable rectories could not be procured for 
all deserving Curates. I do not sympathise with those who are over ready to leave 
"the masses for comfortable rectories, but I will allow that there is a grievance which 
ought to be met In quite a different manner than has been suggested. In the first 
place, as the Church accepts, and I think rightly accepts, a married clergy, and does 
Dot limit the age at which Curates may marry, it is an unanswerable argument for 
laifling their incomes, for we have no right to expect in these days a Curate to be able 
"to live with a wife and family on a miserable £100 a year. Therefore I think the 
incomes of Curates should rise to a higher level ; and I quite agree with the last speaker 
that it would be a very great thing for the Church if some liberal retiring pension could 
le devised for the support of aged Incumbents as well as of aged Curates. But we 
"were appealed to as members of the Legislature to try and get such a retiring pension 
from the State* Now to that I have to say, that the State cannot do it ; and if it 
eould, it would not, and I do not think that Churchmen would wish it. (Loud cheers.) 
If this discussion does nothing else, I trust that it will do eomethiug towards increas- 
ing the incomes of Curates, and that something will also be done by the body of th« 
laity at large for providing a large and liberal system of retiring pensions, either in 
connexion with a college or otherwise, for Incumbents and for Curates. (Cheers.) 

The Eabl of Dartmouth. — I am anxious to say a very few words on this occasion. 
In the first place, I wish to perform a commission which has been entrusted to me by 
■ome who know the diocese of Lichfield, and who will testify that what is true 
wspecting the bright example set both to the clergy and laity by the Bishop of Oxford 
is likewise true of our own beloved diocesan. (Loud cheers.) Personally, I never had 
hut one grievance against him in my life, and it was that he gave a hard-working 
Curate in a parish with which I am connected a living in Derbyshire, (Cheers.) I 
hope 1 shall not be considered cynical, but when a patron has a living to dispose of, 
1 am afraid he sometimes meets with things that do not altogether raise his opinion 
of human nature. (A laugh.) I am afraid also by the time he has made his decision 
his opinion is not higher of clerical human nature. (Laughter.) Patrons are fallible, 
«nd all that they can do is to endeavour to arrive at the best decision they can. I 
consider myself that the position of a Curate, bad as it may be, is almost better than 
*hat of a poverty-stricken Incumbent of a large and populous parish. (Cheers.) As 
long as it pleases God to give me this responsibility, I should endeavour, in the 
ttercise of it, to consider the circumstances of the man himself, in order that I may 
not place him in a position in which he may have no cause to thank me, but in which 
he may find himself a pinched, impoverished man all the days of his life, for I think 
it is an important element in every parochial clergyman's usefulness, that he shall bo 
m a comfortable position of competency, and shall not be obliged to refuse with a 
heavy heart the claims of those who are still more poverty-stricken than himself. 
(Cheers.) 
The Right Keverend President then dismissed the Meeting with his blessing. 
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WEDNESDAY AFTERNOON. 

CHURCH EDUCATION OF YOUNG PEOPLE 
AND ADULTS. 

THE PRESIDENT AGAIN TOOK THE CHAIR. 

T. Salt, Jun., Esq. (of Walton-on-the-Hill, Stafford,) read the 
following Paper : — 

Certain al)le and well-known novelists, both in England and 
France, have drawn vivid pictures of what they are pleased to call 
two races, breathing the same air, walking the same soil, owning a 
common country, in constant communion, yet separated from each 
other by am impassable gulf. The sketch is too highly coloured; 
but it is true that there exists a strange and melancholy difference 
between the lives of the rich and of the poor. The son of wealthy 
parents is reared in the pure atmosphere of home, delicately 
tended, carefully guarded : at school and at college similar authority 
prevails ; no efforts are lost, no money spared to strengthen his 
moral and physical development ; and he seldom attains indepen- 
dence until he has passed man's estate. The bridge by which he 
passes the abyss of youthful temptations is frail indeed, but in his 
passage he is guided, supported, and protected. 

Without a protector, and with no guide except his own con- 
science, the child of a poor man traverses the same perilous road ; 
home for him is no refuge ; it is well if it is not a place to be 
shunned. Too often he is cradled in vice, and scenes of impurity 
darken the fair dawn of early boyhood. A crowded chamber allows 
no opportunity for private prayer, and family worship has not yet 
become one of the daily habits of a cottager. The church doors 
are locked : neither woman nor child, maiden nor youth, creep in 
there to offer a quiet prayer alone. Street life and perpetual 
intercourse with other lads of the same age occasion precocity and 
rub off all shyness and reserve ; but are calculated to impair rather 
than to cultivate a moral tone. The National Schools are working 
a great good, but all poor boys are day scholars, and the school- 
master has to struggle against the adverse influences of home and 
of the street. 

Moreover, the school education is not only imperfect, but it is 
also too short. When he is ten or twelve years old, a boy goes to 
work in the factory or on the farm ; and so at an age when those 
of higher rank are barely commencing their education, and whilst 
they are still kept under a strict supervision, he is earning his 
livelihood, and acquires complete independence. Yet, notwith- 
standing all the disadvantages of their early training, there is much 
that is loveable, much that is noble and gentle, in these young 
men of whom I am speakinsr, — the offspring? of the Ens^lish poor. 
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The sons of the middle classes receive a very inferior education 
8 compared with that bestowed upon the wealthy; but on the 
ther hand their homes are better and their stay at school longer 
han in the case of the labourer. Unfortunately, the education 
hey receive is often narrow and imperfect ; moreover, they 
requently attend day-schools, and therefore fail to gaiu the high 
one and manly vigour which a well-conducted boarding-school 
night to impart. In a large and well-known public school, the 
shapel, without ostentation, and with no useless observances, has 
been for many years the life and centre of the whole system. 
The simple Sunday services, the eloquent and suitable afternoon 
sermon, have originated good thoughts, and have proved the main-^ 
stay of sound principles in the heart of many a boy. More than 
one head-master can testify how long and how dearly the best 
pupils have retained the recollection of those quiet half-hours, 
and of that exalting influence. That school has produced many 
unaspiring but good men. Could not the same high notions 
of education be introduced elsewhere, and into establishments 
acknowledging an inferior social position ? Is the resuscitation of 
Eng Edward^s Grammar Schools impossible? Would it not be 
'Worth a serious efi^ort to obtain such objects as the following : — 
The union of small endowments ; the organization of a cheap 
system for boarders; an improved course of instruction suitable 
for modern requirements ? In counties where endowed schools 
are rare, might not the noble examples of Surrey, of Devon, and 
Sussex be pursued with advantage ? 

We must next investigate the operation of Church Education 
during the years that follow school life, — when the sapling has 
liecome a tree, when the boy has grown into a man. 

Their social habits, their family ties, their literary pursuits, the 
sources whence their incomes are derived, connect the clergy very 
closely with the educated and superior laity. The influence is 
direct, and lasts through life. 

The bond of union with the middle classes is much weaker. 
They have but a small share in the emoluments, and, except 
ttrough the churchwardens, who are mostly farmers or trades- 
people, no great authority in administering the afl*airs of the 
Church. This is a great misfortune; for we cannot forget that 
^here have been occasions in the early history of the Church when 
t^ishops and clergy have been elected by the popular voice, so 
completely was the Church in those days identified with the people. 
Moreover, zeal and good-will are not wanting. Often, but not so 
often or so generally as necessity demands, young men and women 
of this rank have performed very efiicient Church work. As 
readers, as deacons, as collectors, as visitors, as teachers, as nurses, 
they are remarkable for intelligence and industry. Teach them 
to comprehend the broad and simple principles of the English 
Church ; then they will love her more. 
Lastly, the direct influence of the Church upon the minds of i\v^ 
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artisans and workpeople is small, except in th^ fural distribts. 
Schoolmasters (these are often drawn from a higher rank), singers, 
doorkeepers, ringers, collectors, are chosen from this class. These, 
however, are but as a drop in the ocean, a grain of sand upon the 
sea-shore, as compared with the multitudes who are passing their 
lives in indifference and in ignorance. Some years ago a calcu- 
lation was made, that one-half of the population of our large towns 
are practically heathens, and these sad figures have never been 
refuted. 

But whatever direct influence the Church possesses over the 
minds of the people arises in a great measure from the operation 
of the National Schools. The immense moral effect of these 
establishments was distinctly and prominently set forth in the 
Report of the Education Commission, a circumstance which has 
been too much forgotten. The great difficulty is that school-life 
is too short. What is to be done with people who, as a general 
rule, read nothing after the age of thirteen, or, if they read at all, 
peruse only the columns of some penny newspaper? It seems 
almost absurd to call this education. The work is ended when it 
is barely begun, and then we call the people educated who know 
little more than how to read and write. No wonder that, like 
straws before the wind, they are apt to be carried away by bursts 
of passion and of folly, and lie at the mercy of any unprincipled 
leader. 

It is absolutely necessary that, in some shape or another, the 
school teaching should be prolonged. This, evidently, must be 
done in a manner agreeable and acceptable to the people them- 
selves ; and very possibly must be effected rather by the exertion 
of a quiet wholesome influence than by direct instruction. Many 
sound principles may be inculcated almost imperceptibly, and 
without the opening of a single book. Many a lad has learned as 
much from his schoolfellows as from his master. The great point 
in the first instance is to draw young people away from the evil 
scenes, and from the impure moral atmosphere which surrounds 
them. Church Institutes have been established in some places. 
I refer especially to the St. Mary^s Institute, at Stafford ; but there 
seems to be no reason why such institutions should not become 
universal. The parish schoolroom is often unoccupied in the 
evenings. Here then is a building ready provided, and one which 
is surrounded by good associations ; a place to which the toddling 
feet of the little child have often conveyed him. Let the young 
man follow the child in that good path. Here too, with little 
trouble and with trifling expense, books, newspapers, chess-boards, 
, draught-boards, dominoes, and all the accessories of a snug little 
club-room, may be collected. A good fire and bright lights are 
important items. Remember that this humble schoolroom is to 
become the rival of the flaring gin-palace and of the exciting 
dancing saloon. Some neighbouring layman can probably b^ 
found willing to accept the office of president or chairman, witT' 
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Its honours and responsibilities. The schoolmaster might act as 
secretary and librarian, and the clergy and churchwardens might 
be ex officio members of the committee. A subscription of one 
penny per week, or of one shilling per quarter, from benefit 
members, and of half a guinea annually from honorary members, 
would probably cover all necessary expenditure. The society would 
naturally commence on a very small scale ; but it would even from 
the first aflEord a position from which much excellent work might 
spring. As opportunities oflfer, many useful schemes might be 
incorporated with the institution. Glasses for teaching writing, 
reading, arithmetic, drawing, French ; Bible classes ; lectures ; 
concerts, in which the members themselves might learn to take a 
part; glee clubs; circulating library; meetings for discussion and 
debating; and so forth. All these things, when well-conducted, 
are softening and humanizing. Above all, Church Institutes are 
a means of bringing the working people into frequent and friendly 
contact with men who are practical and earnest labourers in the 
Church. And such intercourse is in itself a very eflfective method 
of promoting Church Education. 

In another way our National Schools may contribute to the 
extension of Church Education. Much useful discussion has 
recently taken place concerning Sunday schools. The Reports of 
the Conferences at Torquay and in the Isle of Wight, as published 
in the Guardian newspaper of August 14th and 28th of this year, 
are well deserving of perusal. Happily, Sunday schools are no 
longer necessary because no other opportunities of Education exist ; 
bat it does not follow, on the other hand, that they should be 
altogether discontinued. They still have their value. It is not 
within my province on this occasion to speak of the Sunday treat- 
ment of infants and children. Probably, with respect to these we 
have not been travelling precisely on the right road. Our business 
now is with adults. In utilising Sunday schools for the purpose 
of their instruction, we shall be opening out a valuable field of 
labour, of interest, and of fresh experiences. Sunday is their day 
of rest; a rest from physical and from manual exertion. It is 
probable, therefore, that intellectual exercise will prove for them a 
pleasure rather than a toil. In one of our great towns there exists 
a Sunday school where, I am informed, 900 pupils attend. Of 
these between 300 and 400 are men above 21. The most favourite 
time of attendance is from half-past 7 to half-past 9 in the morning. 
It is remarkable that many of these men refuse to enter any 
place of worship whatever. I must, add that the school is not a 
Church of England school, though Church teachers would not be 
rejected. 

Adults diflfer from children, from the circumstance that they 
come to learn of their own choice. They are free as the wind ; 
they can come, they can go, as they please. Therefore the instruc- 
tion that is oflPered to them must not only be real and efficient, but 
it must be also attractive and agreeable. With due attention to 



110 Church Education of Young People and AdtdU, 

these points success in the management of adult classes may ahnosi 
certainly be secured. 

The main difficulty will lie in providing competent teachers; 
but this obstacle is not insuperable. Probably in the first instance 
the teachers must themselves be taught. In most parishes the 
clergyman or the schoolmaster, or failing these some educated 
layman, could find time to instruct privately and separately a few 
vohmteers ; the sous and daughters of the farmers or tradespeople, 
or the most intelligent among the artisans or skilled labourer& 
Young men yearn for work. The fountain of youthful energy 
and desire springs with irresistible force, and when checked inito 
natural course bursts an opening in the rock of habit and of early 
training. So that many, like the followers of Wesley, have left the 
Church in order to seek a sphere of labour amidst the ranks of 
Dissent. In this view a most ably devised scheme has recently 
been put forth in the diocese of London, entitled ^^ The Association 
of Lay Helpers." It will be well when, under authority, such a 
system becomes universal. 

In passing, I may remind you how it is related that, in the early 
days of Christianity, at the great Church of Constantinople no less 
than 450 persons officiated ; this, too, after the number had been 
reduced by law. The detail is interesting. The list comprises 
60 presbyters, 100 male, 40 female deacons, 90 sub-deacons, 110 
readers, 25 singers, besides 100 ostiarii. What a prodigious in- 
fluence this army of ministers must have exerted ! Doubtless they 
were all persons of character, and of some position in their several 
spheres. Their office, their labours within the holy edifice, would 
give them authority without. Each one would act in his own street 
or district as a lump of leaven, humanizing the seething masses of 
an overgrown city. At least, their families, their relations, their 
intimate friends, would be disposed to follow their guidance in 
matters of conduct and of religion ; and these alone would form 
a congregation of some thousands. 

The subjects chosen for discussion in the Sunday classes wilHa 
a great measure depend upon the pupils themselves. Some clear 
and simple explanation of the intention of the Services and of the 
principles of the English Church ought not to be omitted. Bible 
history — the Prophecies — the Gospels — the Catechism — the Creeds 
— the Evidences of Christianity, will aflbrd natural themes of 
inquiry. The proceedings of the class-meetings should be in- 
troduced by a few short prayers. An occasional visit from the 
clergyman would stimulate and direct the efforts both of teacher 
and pupils. Experience shows the rocks which must be shunned. 
Age and rank have to be carefully considered. Young persons 
above fourteen or fifteen will not sit side by side with children oi 
six or seven. It is not congenial to grown-up men to ponder ov^J 
their books in the midst of the hurly-burly of raw lads. Trades 
people, shopkeepers, gentlefolk, will not study in the same claS 
with domestic servants or with labourers. Persons of simile 
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scupations work best together. All this is but natural and 
iasonable. Each class should have its own quiet separate room, 
nd if the teacher is to establish intimate personal relations with 
is scholars — a matter of the very highest importance — the number 
f persons in each class must not exceed ten or twelve. The appeal 
>n behalf of religion must be made to the heart rather than to the 
ntellect. All men have hearts ; few have cultivated intellects ; 
iewer still know how to use them ; and religion is an universal 
lecessity. Sympathy, gentleness, courtesy, — the quiet, regular 
mtercourse of a refined and educated mind ; with those who 
possess inferior advantages, the imperceptible infusion of a higher 
cnoral tone and of more polislied manners, — the kindly interest 
aothibited in the prospects and in the pursuits of each pupil — a 
wholesome example ; these things will influence and attract young 
men even whilst the learned treatises of the most subtle theologians 
moulder neglected and forgotten on the shelf. 

Church institutions and Sunday classes tend directly to lead 
3^oung persons to that important epoch in their lives when the 
most careless must have some serious thoughts, and when they are 
especially open to new and good impulses, and which forms as it 
"were the culminating point in their Church education. I mean 
Confirmation. I am personally acquainted with a case where 
twenty young lads were brought to the clergyman of the parish 
"to be prepared for confirmation, solely through the influence of the 
secretary of the Church Institution in the town where they lived. 
In Germany and in Switzerland far more importance is attached to 
this rite, and far more care is bestowed upon the instruction of the 
candidates, than in this country. Attention has recently been 
called to our deficiencies in this respect by the report of a com-^ 
mittee appointed to consider a project for the sub- division of the 
diocese of Lichfield. With that report you are probably acquainted.. 
It might have exhibited the matter in a stronger light without 
departure from the truth. In the towns, a vast number of young 
persons never come to confirmation. In the country, the system 
which obtains is not satisfactory. 1 have seen its efl^ects. The 
journey into the neighbouring town — the necessary dinner which 
is usually provided — the assemblage of people — the new scenes — 
the strange faces — the large church with its vaulted roof, its group 
of pillars and its echoing aisles — the party of twenty or thirty 
young people, neighbours and friends, boys and girls, proceeding 
and returning in company together — the change from their daily 
occupation — the high and volatile spirits of youth — tend irresistibly, 
though unintentionally, to create an impression of joyous holiday- 
leaking which would not be excited by an afternoon or an evening 
service in a quiet homely village church. 
, Prize schemes for aflbrding a stimulant to adult education exist 
m more than one district of this diocese ; but the promotion of 
Church Education is not their main object. Perhaps by imitating 
or grafting on to these societies some effective plan might be 
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carried out for the encouragement of younjif students in religious 
and theological subjects. Whenever our National Schools can be 
supported by the payment of the scholars and by the State con- 
tributions, wc shall be able to devote the proceeds of the subscript 
tion list to the creation of material rewards for such children ai 
excel, and of those who remain at school beyond the usual limited 
period. When I observe the extreme exertions made by theaUe 
men who conduct our public schools to establish prizes, 8chola^ 
ships, and exhibitions, I feel convinced that we are not doinj 
sufficient in this direction for the children of the poor ; for tto 
prospect of reward will urge on all alike, and human nature is the 
same throughout. 

Hitherto I have spoken of the education of children and of 
youths. A word must be said concerning grown-up men and 
women. These are much more difficult of access. They must be 
sought after in their own homes, encouraged, enticed, persuaded. 
Again, the appeal must be made to the heart. Kindliness and 
sympathy pave the way for the approach of the teacher. In some 
parishes where the population is dense, as in the towns, or widely 
scattered, as in some country places, small outlying rooms where 
^' Mother^s Meetings ^' may be arranged, or where occasional 
Sunday and week-day services may be held, have proved of great 
use. People will often attend a Church service in a cottage or in a 
school, when false modesty, the want of good clothes, the ridicule 
of their neighbours, disuse or cold heartedness, hinder their 
attendance at the parish church. The habit of church-going soon 
grows. The step from the little schoolroom to the church becomes 
an easy one. 

We must not disguise the fact that, amidst persons of the well- 
to-do and educated classes, there exists great ignorance upon 
Church matters. An authorized collection of sermons, lectures, or 
papers, short, simple, and clear in style, touching upon the Creeds 
and Formularies of the English Church, the Evidences of Chris- 
tianity, the humble duties of the Christian life, would prove aa 
invaluable boon. If the time occupied in the morning or the 
evening sermon on each Sunday were devoted to the reading o» 
some such educational lecture, and if the same lecture were repeated 
annually in its course j so that the most indolent and the morf 
ignorant might hear and understand, many a dispute would b^ 
avoided, and many an error of opinion would be cashed in it^ 
commencement. 

Briefly, and I fear very imperfectly, I have spoken concerning 
Church Education. Other men of far more abihty and of wide^ 
experience than myself will address you practically and in detaiJ 
upon questions which I have merely touched in outline. Th^ 
subject is one of vast importance. It is most necessary that all 
men should have the opportunity of comprehending the grounds 
upon which the English Church assumes her position in this 
country and in the world. Soon as political events ripen she must 
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be exposed to the tropical glare of a searching and often unfriendly 
^sriticism. 

In conclusion, may I venture to urge upon your notice how 
•desirable it is that no partial or incomplete remedy should be 
4Bought for evils which are acknowledged to be universal, and 
thit where ignorance and vice abound, the enemy should be 
encountered, not merely by the spasmodic eflForts of eager volun- 
•teers, but rather by the regular force of an authorized, extensive 
-and permanent organization. 



The Eev. Dr. Lowe read the following Paper : — 
The limits of time within which we are wisely confined preclude 
may attempt at an exhaustive consideration of this important 
subject. 1 shall endeavour, therefore, to keep to those parts of 
it that I am, by experience, best acquainted with. 

Of the Church Education given in National Schools I shall say 
little. There may be only too good ground for thinking that the 
results to society and to religion from this training are inadequate 

- to the large grants in aid of it made by the State, and not less 
disproportioned to the personal self-sacrifice which so many of our 
parochial clergy are daily making for their schools. Others— better 
acquainted than I with the National School system — are better 
^tted to point out its defects, and doubtless better prepared to 
suggest some remedy whereby we may see as results the formation 
of habits as well as the acquirement of facts, the growth of tone 
in addition to the development of the faculties, and sympathy with 

. others and a recognition of duty taking their place in the character 
alongside of a laudable regard to self-interest and allowable self- 
assertion. Nor shall I say much upon the Church Education of 
Adults : 

" We name the world a school, for day by day 
"We something learn, till we are caU'd away. " 

Those who in youth have not enjoyed the blessings of education 
€aii seldom hope by a course of instruction in later years to repair 
their loss. Much brotherly service may be rendered in instructing 
adults, but those who seek such instruction will ever be a small 
miuority; nor can the Church rely upon such expedients for 
forming in the masses in their ripening years those habits which 
we to be learned either under the discipline of boyhood, or in the 
severer and sadder experience of later life, with its trials, dis- 
appointments, and suffering, out of which the Spirit of Wisdom 
is ever striving to lead the human soul towards lessons of truth 
and peace. 

My purpose is rather to consider what Church Education means 
when fairly weighed, how far down into the different grades of 
society we may reasonably hope to extend the blessing, and b^ 

I 
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what means, in what places, and through what agency the wod 
can be accomplished. In thus discussing the question, I maybe 
able to show that some indirect remedy at least for those imper- 
fections of character we so much deplore in the youth of onr 
National Schools may be looked for in bringing the classes imme- 
diately above them under better influences. And indirectly, agaiii} 
it will be seen that such an organization as the Church will reaiiin 
for dealing with the education of every variety of class woula be 
able in many ways to render valuable aid in furnishing tint 
supplementary education, or at least instruction, which so maiqr 
of our adults desire. 

Church Education is a far more comprehensive undertaking than 
any sectarian definition of it can satisfy. Church Education if 
distinctive, but it is not exclusive. In dealing with the tewM 
Church Education, we are not regarding them as expressing a kind 
of education subordinate to a more comprehensive one, but fu 
comprising in them the very essence of all education rightl] 
understood. The term Church is not applied to education h^ 
as a difference, limiting generic education within a specific spkeie 
but added to education, it imparts to education which without i 
is imperfect, partial, contracted, the comprehensive completenes 
and wide-reaching extensiveness of its own catholicity. Churd 
Education, in England at least, must be undertaken in the ^iii 
of a body which has to deal with the national mind, which i 
entrusted with the national conscience, and having to veigl 
national prejudices and national predilections, has a more pei 
manent object than the temporary ends of party. Church Educa 
tion is an education in all the length and breadth of a philosopbict 
system for the training of the intellectual and moral being, sanctifie 
by the pervading influence of religion, as it is formularised in tb 
creeds and discipUne of the Church. I say a philosophical system 
since with philosophy the Church has no antagonism ; for is she nc 
"the mother of fair Wisdom?^' 1 say philosophical to distinguis 
her system from the superficial and empirical attempts of the wor! 
to educate; for empirical and superficial they must become, as 
shall show, when applied to those classes of society whose poverl 
enables them to pay but little for their schooling, and compe 
them to leave it at an early age. The world urges the value 
what is positive and material ; the Church, too, as living in tl 
world, urges the importance and the necessity of what is positr 
and material ; but as the Church in education deals with a ma 
who came from God and goes to God, she recognises and fin< 
place for the ideal as well as for the positive and the material. Si 
will teach youth that man has something more to do in life tb 
advance his own material welfare ; she will teach him that as 
citizen he is one of a family, to whom he owes a duty as well 
to himself. The Church wUl see that the youth learns to lo 
beyond the present. He must make acquaintance with the go 
and great among men who have lived before, and with the nol 
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and beautiful thoughts that have filled their minds. Here^ then^ 

' ire history and poetry added in her curriculum to the scantier 

- coarse which, having regard to the practical wants for achieving 

It fortune, comprises only " the three R's," a little commercial 

geography, a dash of chemistry, and a smack of mechanics, with 

possibly a string of handy dates. The Church, seeing the need of 

cultivating the ideal in youth with a view to their political responsi- 

Mties, will be no less solicitous, having a view to their future, 

irhich is immortality, to bring them under the influence of religion, 

^ the means by which they may learn their relation to God. And 

in setting before them this ideal, which brings a future of eternity 

!^ liome to each of us as dependent for its happiness in a large degree 

; on the deeds done in the body, the Church shows herself truly 

practical, filled with ^^ the wisdom that reacheth from one end to 

the other, sweetly ordering all things;" for no other motive can 

snpply to the positive duties of daily life such energy as that which 

^)rings from the truths of revelation, apprehended by us through 

fte ideal. On a sound philosophical system, then, the Church 

proceeds in a liberal spirit to oflTer education to the people. 

And never was a crisis more momentous in its responsibilities to 
the Church which, suffer me to remind you, is made up of you, 
gentlemen, and such as you. Upon her action at this time the 
future influence and position of the Church, and her existence as 
a National Church, seems to hang. Eecent decisions on consti- 
tutional measures have awakened the whole people to call for 
extended education. To such a call the Church of the nation 
must respond; for is she not commissioned from even higher 
authority to "teach all nations"? It is superfluous to enlarge 
hefore such an audience as this upon the calamity to society of an 
uneducated majority preponderating in politics. It is hardly more 
needful to draw out the evils that would result to a country such 
as ours, if a system of material education is to be the only training 
and teaching that the bulk of our fellow-citizens is to enjoy. The 
^tmes correspondent at Melbourne in April last enlarged upon the 
disorganized condition of society in the colony, and quoted with 
approval the earnest appeal of Bishop Perry to his flock to meet 
this evil by early training their children to submit and to obey. 
And at home do we not as a matter of fact find in the more 
educated classes of society a greater readiness than in the less 
educated to recognise the force of constitutional authority, to 
submit to a rule of just living, to respect law for its own sake,, 
even against their own interest, to uphold fair play, and to act 
ttpon the rule of live and let live? Is it not to them, also, that 
we look for a readier sympathy that makes allowance for difierences, 
more Uberalitv and comprehensiveness of view, more independence 
pf action ? Is it not here that we find public spirit most effectual 
^ combating the sordid tendencies to materialism which exist in 
trading communities ? And is not all this in a main degree the 
^^t of liberal education? of instruction in the liberal artfi^ oC 

I2 
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intercourse from early youth with numbers^ of discipline apait 
from home, maintained under a system where '^ acts to habits lead, 
and duty to delight/* and in which religion is recognised and 
exbibited as a sovereign principle, overshadowing all with an 
influence silent and often unfelt, but not the less penetrating in 
the course of years ? The question arises, — Can such education as 
this be given in its essentials to the poorer classes ? I do not see 
how the State can attempt it for them. The statesman, indeed, 
will take a deeper and higher view of the ends of education than 
the materialist ; he will recognise the value of the ideal ; nor will 
he be blind to the importance of religion as a means of cultivating 
the ideal ; but it is not apparent what adequate provision the State 
can make in schools available by the poor for that training in the 
ideal, as distinct from the material, in which lies the moral and 
religious virtue of education. If it could be done, as in degree 
perhaps it might, under a high system of pagan education, it conld 
be done only at an expense of time and money which the poor 
could not incur. Herein is one of the especial blessings which the 
Gospel brings — a shorter method for attaining the results of educa- 
tion than the long and costly system of the academy. " To the 
poor is the Gospel preached." But to offer to the classes whose 
sons must go to work at thirteen or fourteen years of age a course 
-embracing poetry and history and the classics is futile. The boys 
leave school long before they can reap the advantage of sucli 
training. And though, regarding the matter only from a philo- 
sophical point of view, religion would do much in cultivating the 
ideal or anti-selfish part of our being, the State will probably fine 
itself cut off from this resource in any attempt it may make for ar 
extended system of national education. And as differences anc 
jealousies among bodies holding at least a common belief in reve 
lation and in Christ hinder the State from providing any on< 
system of religious education for the whole people, it must ii 
logical fairness be ready to consider the convictions of a Positivis 
as fully as of an Anabaptist or a Quaker, and therein would fin< 
itself precluded from teaching not only the dogmas of a Churcl 
creed, but many of the hitherto accepted generalities of naturJ 
religion. Nay, if when in the French Convention the debate o 
public education was brought abruptly to a close on Deputy Dupont 
rising with the assertion, " But, M. le President, I am free to avo 
for my part that I am an atheist!" can we hope that when tl 
question comes to be debated in our constituencies, it will be on 
here and there and in isolated cases that like shameless avowi 
would be heard ? If numbers justly entitle a misbelief or i 
unbelief to the consideration of the State, I do not see how t' 
State can furnish us with even a meagre deism without outragii 
the convictions of influential schools of thought. Nor — as I shj 
have occasion to show presently — would permission from the Sta 
to ministers of religion and to philosophers to teach or enlight< 
the youth of their congregjations or their sects meet the case in ai 
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adequate degree. But the Churcli is free to use religion ; and if 
X>r. Johnson, standing on lona, observed that " whatsoever with- 
draws us from the power of our senses, whatever makes the past, 
the distant, or the future predominate over the present, advances 
las in the dignity of thinking beings/' what instrument so apt as 
religion for such a purpose? The Church, then, in this con- 
juncture, must be the saviour of the State. If for our country's 
- «ake alone, let us be forward with a system under which our 
fellow-citizens to the utmost possible extent may enjoy educational 
equality. The Church repudiates the thought that the humanities 
are the privilege or monopoly of the rich. All that is essential to 
the humanising of men and the training of citizens for political 
responsibility she holds to be the right of all, and should be ready 
to afford to all. A secular system may, indeed, make a shrewder 
artisan of a boy who has been under it than another will become 
who has grown up without any book learning ; it may train " the 
eating, drinking, buying, bargaining man;" and from time to time 
its narrow circle of instruction may fan the fires of exceptional 
genius ; but it will form few habits ; it will develop fewer sympa- 
thies, quicken no aspirations, and do little towards training grave 
and intelligent citizens." The Church, however, calm, liberal, free 
from hostility towards others, and recognising even in State secular 
schools a well-meant, if short-sighted, eflFort to remedy pressing 
evils rather than a design antagonistic to herself, can in her insti- 
tutions combine the ideal and the positive in the most eflFectual 
manner by the aid of religious teaching, therein supplying to all 
classes the means of that cultivation of the ideal which lies at the 
root of true civilization and sound citizenship. 

But how must religion be taught to produce this effect ? Its 
teaching must be systematic, technical, habitual. It must not be 
an occasional lesson, nor a stated periodical appeal to conscience. 
It must be dealt with as another science, systematically and 
technically, taught with reverence and earnestness, yet with care 
Jiot to expose the child to the danger of self-consciousness. But 
it must be taught habitually also. The child must be brought into 
such relation to it, that he shall see it as a principle regulating the 
^airs of life, connecting itself with amusements, while its dignity 
and supremacy shaU be exhibited by outward acts of solemn and 
attractive worship. In this way, while simple and distinctive 
patechising shall fix the technicalities of religion in the mind, its 
iiidirect but pervading influence will be moulding the character, 
and instances will not be wanting where deep spiritual wisdom is 
acquired and conversion eflTected through its saving mysteries. 
Compared with this, what is the value of that minister's teaching 
^ko on a stated day comes in to instruct his co-religionists, and 
gives his lesson in turn with arithmetic or back-stitching, or it may 
ne in a higher school divides the morning with the professor of 
niodem languages and the dancing-master ? 
Where, however, and by whom, and at what cost, can such 
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Church teaching be given ? As for the rich we have large 
boarding-schools, so we will look to like communities for im- 
pressing upon the people such training as shall tell upon tliem 
in their masses. Fresh and glorious in the memory of every man 
before me rises some instance or another of what such training in 
ancient school or learned university can effect^ from whom in onr 
own experience we each have learned- 
Quid mens rite, quid indoles' 
Nutrita faustis sub penetralibus 
Possit. 

These shrines of learning, these homes of manliness and b^otlle^ 
hood, and rivalry and generosity, were for the most part founded I 
for the benefit and aid of the intelligent poor. From such they ' 
have passed away ; and when we recall what they have done for 
the rich and the luxurious, and what these would be without them, 
we must not repine at the change. But that these foundations 
once existed for the training of the humbler classes must not be 
passed over when we consider how our citizens should be educated; 
and that these foundations have passed from the needy to the 
wealthy is first of all things to be remembered when the needy 
are awakening to a sense of their loss. It must be the work of 
the Church to redress this evil, for it is her office to see that of all 
that is essential to the perfection of man's nature there be no lack 
to any. She it is who must teach her wealthier sons by sacrifice 
of their abundance to make up the divine equality. For while we 
admit the benefits which these ancient buildings confer upon the 
upper classes, and see those kept out for whom originally they 
were intended, and who certainly are less able than others to 
dispense with their aid, we cannot refuse to help in raising new 
schools for them. There are many classes of our fellow-citizens 
desirous of sound education for their children and able to pay for 
it, but not able to erect the buildings in which it shall be givea. 
Boarding-schools are what are wanted for every portion of the 
community that can afford such payment as shall make them self- 
supporting ; and this for the reason that such schools are what th^ 
independent classes of English society select for their sons, ai^^ 
society finds its account in the selection. And — if not insistix^l 
too much on what is admitted — let me remind you of the gre^ 
self-teaching power which these institutions create. Associatiot> 
traditions, habits, forms, all that makes up the genius loci, help ^ 
mould the character unconsciously to the subject of the chang 
And, furthermore, in such schools we have the best chance 
bringing the invaluable educational power of the playground ' 
bear upon the boys. The Church has no sympathy with a Pur 
tanical suspicion of sport. She would rather lead her sons onwar 
by the path of nature and the light of common sense to avoid th 
sin of scruple ; wherein she reaps a plentiful reward in the habit 
of self-control, endurance, forbearance, that are acquired ; not t 
enlarge also upon the true liberalism of mind which is induced i 
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"? the ardent pursuit of honour sought for its own sake, without 
mercenary recompense. 

Large boarding-schools, then, for the youth of all those classes 
to whose income they can be made available, are the places where 
the Church may best hope to train on a system of philosophy 
useful citizens for the State, and hopeful sons for Heaven. 

And by whom in these places shall this education be given ? 
My answer is — Mainly by the clergy ; and this for many reasons. 
¥irst of all, as the majority of the schools will furnish only small 
lemuneration to the teachers, the clergy will be the readiest for 
slender pay to give the hardest work and the heartiest service, as 
they do in their parishes and curacies. In them you will have 
men of more than average intellectual fitness, and the probability 
of that zeal which, where there is no strong money stimulus, is 
necessary to keep a school from stagnation and decay. Hereby 
yon bring into direct friendly relation with the clergy the youth 
of a class who are too much estranged from them. To such, a 
person who has been their tutor, friend, and perhaps playfellow at 
cricket or football, will cease to be a b^te noire. Besides, the 
presence of a gentleman in the daily life of a very cheap school 
is necessary to save it from that sordid and vulgarising tone which 
is apt to arise where a very close attention to detail is necessary. 
But on higher grounds I vindicate the claim of the clergy to 
educate youth, and call now upon my brethren to devote them- 
selves to this part of the priest's office. I have tried to show you 
the place that religion should occupy in a Church school. It is 
not merely to be tolerated by the use of a comprehensive prayer 
to "Jehovah, Jove, or Lord," at the opening of morning school; 
it is not to be treated as a charm or talisman by the periodical 
J^tation of the Catechism, or even a formal reading of the 
Gospel. It is to be studied and learned ; it is to be recognised 
1^ the teacher as a science, the rudiments of which he has to 
^part. There must be system and distinctness, uniformity of 
^^ principle, unity of idea. With such responsibility those whom 
the Church has appointed to be official guardians and expositors 
^f the faith are the fittest to be intrusted. And if beside technical, 
P^dse teaching in the doctrine, and formal training in the practice 
^f religion, religion is also to be recognised as a pervading principle 
^f Ufe, affecting the affairs of the day and connecting itself with 
^^^ amusements of the holiday, there needs, something like pro- 
f^^sional responsibility, not to say familiarity, to keep alive and to 
^fuse this influence — men whose ministry it is to attend con- 
^^ually on this very thing. To this end, if we mistake not his 
?!^eaning, sang the wise poet-king of old, ^^ If thou knowest not, 
^^ thou fairest among women, go thy way forth by the footsteps of 
^e flock, and feed thy kids beside the shepherds^ tents." 

And here is an answer to the plausible argument familiarly urged 
^^laeu it is asked whether a man cannot teach grammar as well in 
^ Hack tie as in a white ; or why episcopal ordination should be 
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an essential qualification for the privilege of wielding the rod. We 
contend for religion both as a science to be studied and learned) 
and as a livings active idea, regulating the course of life. If there 
be men anjrwherc appointed to its service, such persons must be 
present in the schools that recognise it ; and if the principle is to 
be kept in its vitality^ it needs an association of men^ bound b; 
professional obligations^ to attend to it. And here again is an 
ans^ver to the still more plausible su^estion that religion shall be 
omitted at school and be taught at home. No lesson, I folly belieTe 
and readily affirm^ is ever better taught or learned more lastingly 
than the first prayer dictated to the infant ear from mother's lips; 
never are simple truths of faith or morals urged to more advantage 
than on a father's knee^ when some Sunday afternoon he begins to 
teach his boy the Catechism. But as infancy passes into boyhood 
the child needs instruction more systematic and technical thaii 
most homes can give. He needs further to pass into a wider world 
and see there the same religion in its relation to greater numbere, 
whereby he may learn that it is not merely the pure, bright senti- 
ment of a virtuous home, but the accepted basis of all action thai 
is to lead men to truth and peace. Practically speaking, home 
instruction in religion would come to little. Parents do not sc 
much send their children to men who know more than themselves 
as to men who can teach better than themselves. When wranglers 
and classmen so often fail as tutors, why should parents be necea 
sarily successful ? On a detail of this kind I think I may pre» 
my own experience. I invariably find that those parents who vala< 
religion most, and as such would be the best parents to teach i^ 
are the people who will have selected ray school because they hav 
confidence that religious teaching will be given in it ; and I hav 
known such parents apologise on the score of their own engroS! 
ments for the insufficient standard which, in their opinion, the 
children had attained. What can a father do who may seldom ^ 
his children except at breakfast and on a Sunday? His best i 
tentions for their good are apt to weaken when, after a sermon < 
the Sunday morning, perhaps an exhausting one, the after-dint^ 
seduction of a honest glass, or a pipe or a nap, supervenes ; or t 
olive-branches themselves are in a ferment of agitation till fatb 
takes them for a stroll on Hampstead Heath, or for a ride 
Hampton Court. How many parents beside are there who ha 
confided to me that they themselves are not religious ; that th 
cannot teach what they do not practise, but that they hope bett 
things for their children. 

Nor need apprehensive minds fear the evil of too powerful 
clerical influence upon the rising generation. An English pub 
school is not a French ecclesiastical seminary. Nowhere does t 
breeze of public opinion blow more freshly or more searching 
than through the quadrangles and class-rooms of a public scho 
Nowhere would intrigue or subterfuge or paltering schemes 
detected with more unerring instinct, while open dealing nowhe 
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meets with a response more frank. No fear, in a large community 
reflecting all the variety of opinion which the boys have brought 
firom home, that any arch-priest should conjure them to accept any 
unauthorised sentiments of his own. If discipline or teaching be 
attempted in a public school other than can be understanded of 
the people, the boys will be the first to know the reason why. 

It remains for me to consider briefly whether such boarding- 
schools as I contend for can be provided and made self-supporting 
for the poorer classes. For the poorest they cannot, yet how much 
will the poorest gain if it ever come to pass that the classes just 
above them have been trained as ourselves have been under a liberal 
and religious system. The expense of buildings suitable to the 
dignity of education, homes of learning and religion, where art 
also may contribute its educating influence, must be provided from 
public sources (1 do not mean by Government aid) to supply the 
buildings which the richer classes have appropriated in schools and 
universities originally erected as public benefactions. Beyond this 
the people must pay for their education so much as shall maintain 
the children and remunerate their teachers, the latter being mainly 
clergy, and as such ready for their work^s sake and their Master^s 
sake to work in school as in church and parish below the market 
value. Better than naming any hard and fast line of income above 
or below which such education may or may not be attainable, let 
me say that a self-supporting boarding-school containing 300 boys, 
^th seven clergymen and graduates of Oxford and Cambridge and 
^ suitable staff of other masters, is at work in New Shoreham, 
^der the direction of the Provost and Fellows of St. Nicolas' 
College, at fourteen guineas per annum. These boys are tempo- 
rarily lodged in houses hired for them in the town, having a common 
chapel, hall, and schoolroom ; but noble buildings for their accom- 
modation to the number of 1,000 are in progress at Ardingly in 
^^ssex, and will, we hope, be ready for 400 boys next year. (Cheers.) 
^^Utlemen, what shall a chain of schools such as this effect for our 
Yhurch and country, when at 14Z. per annum we can educate 
liberally and religiously our young citizens by thousands I The 
^^Uey demand for this work is confined to the cost of erecting 
"hidings j but for work on so large and necessarily large a scale 
f^^^Uires a large body of teachers. Such an organization ought to 
r^Ve its place in every diocese. It need not be diocesan in its 
^^^ependence, with all the cost of machinery to be repeated in 
^^^h diocese. Indeed, had I time, I could show reasons why a 
?^tional organization availing itself of diocesan arrangements, and 
J^ due submission to the authority of the diocesan himself, would 
^ better in itself, as well as more practical and practicable, than 
^^ries of independent diocesan institutions. Be this as "it may, 
^ ^stinct teaching body is needed in the Church. ^^ Some prophets, 
^^^e evangelists, some teachers,^' was the apostle's orderly consti- 
'^tion ; not the muddle of the existing state of things, where all 
'■^^ preachers and all are teachers, and some add to themselves the 
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grave responsibility of interpreting and making prophecies, while 
others assume the not less delicate duties of confessors and directors, 
without licence or mission. We need for education grave and 
learned, active and practised men in community, having their om, 
constitution, subject to lawful visitation, gathered into recognised 
teaching l)odies, founded on a basis broad as the liberaUty of the 
National Church, strongly united in loyalty to her and pledged to 
her service, knowing no diflFerence between one and another save 
of earnestness and sloth, resting on distinct principles, starting 
with a definite idea, and educating on a fixed type. Such a body 
needs to be loosely but not feebly bound, so as to meet the shifting 
exigencies of the time, cramped by none of the narrowing and 
numbing influences of party interpretation, but in strict loyalty 
to all that the Church prescribes working upon system with its 
great purpose in view — namely, the training of youth in sound 
intelligence, largeness of sympathy, and reverence of mind to do 
their duty in Church and State, Such an association of men. 
would find every variety of educational work falling within their 
scope ; day-schools, night-schools, girls'-schools, choir-schools, 
training-schools, mission-schools, would all find a place under 
this organization. Such institutions might afford stimulus to the 
National Schools, and open advantageous prospects to the childrea 
there by means of scholarships drafting off the abler of them after 
competition to the higher advantages of boarding-schools. 

Again, in respect of adult education, especially with its own 
members, such a community may continue to exercise long througlJ. 
life an indirect but very real educating power through the anoi-" 
versaries, cricket-matches, circular addresses, and many otb^i^ 
modes as well of religion as of education, sport, or mutual beneft^*^ 
which keep up old associations, or bring old schoolfellows togethe^^ ^ 
not to mention how chaplains and masters will find many boys o^ 
of large schools growing into correspondents when they leaV^ 
and it would indeed be an important part of the duties of su^' 
places to provide for adult education, at least so far as these ai^^ 
kindred opportunities would promote it. The presence, moreov^^ 
in a diocese of a fixed body of this kind would give consistence 
and permanence to the isolated and often shortlived efforts fiC^ 
good, dependent on the health and opportunities of individuals. 

How much some such community has been able to do, tho^ 
who are interested in the question may read in my letter to Sl 
John Coleridge on St. Nicolas' College and its Schools. (Cheers.^ 
It may seem egotistical to speak only of a work in which I anc^ 
myself concerned, though the well-known sagacity and experience 
of Mr. Woodward — (cheers) — may entitle his schemes afid achieve^ 
ments to a first place on the list of attempts to supply the defi^ 
ciencies of Church education in the country. Still I could wish 
that I had time to dwell upon the laborious and unostentatious 
efforts of the brethren in the Guild of St. Alban— (cheers) — who 
from the reports they have kindly sent me are in their night- 
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*: schools in many places doing a missionary work for the Church 
*^ and a brother's oflBce for the State. Such attempts, too, as 
Mr. Gregory's in Lambeth — (cheers) — deserve especial mention, 
"■ where an art-school is rendering to the adults of that district 
z^- great immediate service, and storing up for the Church and for 
society much future good in furnishing to the people living 
it. evidence of the practical goodwill of the clergy towards them. 
i Nor are the laity in their private and individual efforts behind the 
f clergy and our fraternities in zeal; but with my allotted time 
rapidly expiring, if not exceeded, I must speak, as I first deter- 
mined, only of what I know from experience. For all but twenty 
years, in the diocese of Chichester, a body of men, inexperienced 
at first, but not without ardour and faith, have striven, for Church 
and country's sake, to give their fellow-citizens of every grade a 
citizen's and a Churchman's training. Nor have they laboured in 
vain. Carrying with them their Bishop's blessing and his active 
co-operation, gaining the support of all the dignitaries of the 
diocese iand the large bulk of the clergy, aided liberally by not 
a few of the laity, although it was our fate that for many years 
" each one of us with one hand wrought his work and with the 
other hand held his weapon '* of defence — (cheers) — yet we have 
T^ovr a community, under a Provost, of 18 Fellows, 16 Associates 
and Exhibitioners, 32 Foundation Scholars, nearly 800 boarders, 
about 500 acres of land held for us in trust, and buildings that 
have cost not less than 130,000^. (Loud cheers.) Is not this 
record a ground of confidence to those who would found on a 
permanent and independent basis a fixed system of Church educa- 
tion for every class of the community ? For, gentlemen, it is not 
* question of establishing a picturesque and popular middle school 
^^ a favourite county. It is a question how we shall provide Church 
education in cheap boarding-schools for the tens of thousands in 
each diocese who are without this advantage, and from whom, while 
^ithout it, the State can expect little counsel, the Church little 
*pve in respect of them, and less confidence for herself that she is 
^*^lfilling her Master's mission. And now when, to the other 
^^hievements which St. Nicolas' College has been permitted to 
Accomplish, there is added the call which a short year ago was 
5^.^de to us by strangers of your own county, soon to become fast 
. f^^^tids, is there not a cause that you should combine to promote 
*^is work at your own doors, which we are able to show you is not 
. 'Visionary scheme, but already elsewhere an existing and flourish- 
es institution ? You must regard the school at Denstone — (cheers) 
""■^nly as the inauguration in this important diocese of Lichfield 
^f an attempt to provide Church education for the traders of this 
S^eat town, of the black country around it, and of the Potteries 
^yond it. The farmers, too, of Shropshire and Staffordshire and 
Y^^byshire have their claims as urgent and as important. (Cheers.) 
^i^d 80 deeply impressed are we with the duty that is upon us that, 
although our founder has upon him a weight in building Ardingly 
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that would crush any other man than Nathaniel Woodward, he and 
wc are ready, without let or hindrance to Denstone, to meet and to 
promote at once any feasible suggestion and available offer that may 
be made for beginning a cheap school for 1,000 boys at 14Z. per 
annum, or thereabouts, in the Midland Counties. Here, in Wolver- 
hampton^ if anywhere, the claims come home to us of those toiling 
thousands to whose labours we are each one of us indebted for 
almost all the minor comforts that make up the blessings of our 
material civilization. (Cheers.) We read that there was once a 
pious patriot who mourned over the waste places of his country, 
and he came to his people " and told them of the hand of Us 
God which was upon him, and the people said, ' Let us rise up 
and build;' so they strengthened their hands for this good cause." 
(Loud cheers.) 



DISCUSSION. 

The DsAN OF Chesteb. — Fifteen minuies, at the rate of three minutes for ead 
sabject, will enable me to glance at five subjects ; and, as they are ail commonplace 
subjects, three minutes will be enough for each. 1 have been directed to confine my 
attention to the education of the higher and middle classes. FoUowing the example 
of Dr. Lowe, I will limit myself to points that have come within the range of my own 
observation and experience. 1. Beginning with the higher classes — namely, with 
young men destined for the Universities, 1 may say that I have had experience of the 
possibility of forming in them a Biblical taste, by which I mean a habit of studying 
Scripture with interest, in a reverent spirit, and yet with exactitude and care. I ba^^ 
been surprised by the results which have followed from what, on looking back, I 
cannot but regard as very simple and imperfecti efforts on the part of the teacher. 
The formation of such a habit of mind in young men is very important. Men of such 
a spirit will be disposed to take holy orders ; and such men are wanted now, and will; 
perhaps, be wanted more and more, both in parishes and in the work of education. 
Now these results can be secured by individual efforts in existing schools. The same 
remark applies to the next two subjects to which I proceed to ask attention. 2. Coming 
down to the lower middle class, but still including the higher also, I have been im- 
pressed by the great importance of giving careful instruction in the Prayer-bookf and 
especially the morning and evening services : and this for several reasons. Partly 
because there seems some tendency now to depreciate those services in the form '^ 
which we have inherited them ; partly because, while these services contain nearly 
the whole of religious truth, they excite very little of the spirit of controversy, an<* 
the truth is presented by them in its connexion with devotion ; partly because they 
are to be constantly used, and it is a great evil to use forms of words without 
thoroughly understanding them. (Cheers.) We must not expect the English people 
to be kept in their attachment to the Church through the sensuous appliances of 
religion. Perhaps the future allegiance of many who are now young will be best 
secured by their gaining an intelligent love of the Prayer-book in early life. HoW 
the actual work of this teaching may be best done, I cannot now stay to inquire. 
But it is cheering to see that a large number of smaU books explanatory of these 
services has of late years been published. I may add that I think one of the best 
points in the Oxford and Cambridge Local Examinations is that they require pro- 
minent attention to the Book of Common Prayer. Probably those examinations are 
now, in this particular, silently acting on the minds of many young men with con- 
siderable and beneficial effect. 3. The next point to which I invite attention u 
Confirmation in connexion with Sducation. By this I mean Confirmation for which 
preparation has been made by a clerical schoolmaster in a school, or by a parochial 
clergyman for a school that happens to be in his neighbourhood. ' I will not dwell 
on such preparation conducted within large schools that are situated in large towns, 
except to say that, after much experience, I am convinced that the importance oi 
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ork of this kind cannot possibly l>e exaggerated. Bat I hmij allude more particu- 
axly to recent parochial experience in the Fen country, a district from which, until 
ecent years, the religious influence of the Church of England was peculiarly absent, 
md where the consequences, among the families of the farmers, have been very 
lerions. But, on the other hand, I had the means of observing in a large prira^>o 
school, which gave me the opportunity of preparing for Confirmation a considerable 
tmrnber of the sons of the formers from a wide neighbourhood around, how hearty 
the response may be to very simple efforts, and how possible to regain lost ground 
through working on the affections. Here, however, a very important question is 
touched— namely, as to the age at which Confirmation should be administered. Two 
}pinions are held on this subject, both no doubt very well represented in this hall, 
some, laying stress on the quasi-sacraniental character of the ordinance, think that 
its benefits can hardly be secured too soon : and certainly I could never speak lightly 
)f the mce which may be looked for in the right use of such an occasion. But the 
irords m the Prayer-book lay great stress on this, that for the more edifying of such 
tt receive Confirmation, the Church hath thought fit to order that henceforward can- 
iidstes must have come to years of discretion, which means that they are possessed of 
intelligent discrimination. (Cheers, and counter-cheers.) However, 1 do not argue the 
^ase now on the ground of the Prayer-book. I am only saying that by acting on the 
)ther view we lose a great advantage, by foiling to use a powerful engine for securing 
io the Chnrch the deliberately formed convictions of our young people for time to 
lome. 4. Hitherto I have been speaking of efforts which may be made in connexion 
inth existing schools. But I suppose new schools will be wanted, both for town and 
Gantry ; and, indeed, active movements are on foot for establishing such schools, 
^d here, again, I hope the meeting will bear with me while I touch another subject 
►n which there is much difference of opinion. I am inclined to recommend, especially 
^ sdiools established for the lower middle classes, tome hind of Conacience Clause. I 
^ not going to argue this general question, which is full of difficulties ; but I imagine 
here is a great difference between a conscience clause imposed by GK>vernment, and a 
onscience clause voluntarily adopted in an institution adopted by ourselves,-— a dif- 
srence, too, in this respect, between the school and the parish. I worked myself for 
eventeen years under a conscience clause in schools established for three grades of 
ociety : I am not aware that there was any compromise of principle ; and I am per- 
vaded that the system did not weaken, but strengthened, the influence of the Church 
f England. Moreover, it seems to me that there is a certain fairness in a conscience 
lause ia regard to those classes in which dissent prevails. We have been, in a very 
^ge degree, the cause of this dissent, and we ought to deal tenderly with prejudices 
ttd to win over by persuasion. This question will, no doubt, be handled in the Report 
f the Schools Inquiry Commission, and the prospect of the early publication of that 
'eport makes the present discussion very opportune. 5. The fifth topic which has 
ccnrred to me in connexion with this discussion is the need which exists for some 
[Iditional schools of technical instruction. I travelled yesterday from Chester by 
'PBwe to Wolverhampton, and it is no wonder if this thought was very vividly present 
t> my mind. Some few persons have felt for a considerable time that this need is very 
^entj and, now that Belgium and France are visibly outstripping us in the indus- 
[ial race, this conviction seems to have become very general. The old principle that 
^ rule of thumb is the best for an English mechanic is now at length seen to be a 
Jiperstition. When a want is once felt in England it is very likely to be supplied, 
jjit I should be very sorry to see this want supplied without reference to the Church 
r England. It will be a great misfortune if religious influences are not connected 
^th the education of our young engineers and the superintendents of manufaoturing 
ndustry. This, too, may be added, that for any schools of this kind that may be 
oiinded it will not be difficult to obtain capable teachers from the Universities. The 
■^ment of time which remains enables me to say that I think there has been one 
[real omission hitherto in this debate. One-half of those young people and adult?, 
or whose religious education we have been consulting, have not been mentioned. Are 
'^ girls to be excluded from the benefits of Church education ? Are they so good 
:^t they do not require iti Are they so hopelessly bad that it is useless to secure it 
or them 1 Or are they so well provided with it already that nothing more remains to 
*6 done 1 So for as my observation and experience go, I think this last question 
^not be answered in the affirmative. The Church Congress has been trying here at 
'''olyerbampton its prentice hand on man. I hope at some other place it will attempt 
^ problem more difficult and not less important. (Loud applause.) 

The fiev. Canon Nobms, who on rising was greeted with much cheering, spoko 
^ 'oUows !— My Lord,-^From those friendly signs of recognition that greet me 
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on coming to the front, I am bold to hope that I hare aome old Mends aoumg to 
before me. If so I can only say that it was from them in bygone yean that I 
learned whatever I knew of this snl^ect. (Cheeia.) What part of it shall I not 
address myself to 1 One who speaks last ought, if possible, to supplement ibifc 
has gone before. The opening paper viewed the subject on its social side, shoiring 
how the Church might supply pleasant evenings to her youngs members ; Dr. Lowe 
spoke of the Church influences of collegiate life, and how these might be made to 
reach the middle classes ; my friend the Dean of Chester showed how these nme 
classes might be inspired with a love of Biblical studies. It aeema left to me to eped: 
of the Xight School properly so called, the evening classes now, hi^pily, going on in 
connexion ^rith most of our parochial schools. How this kind of instruction maybe 
best extended is just now the question that is occuping the attention of educationisti 
both in England and in France. Two discoveries we have made on both aidee the 
Channel in the last few years :— Ist. That numbers of our population are altogether 
ORcaping our endeavours to educate them, and growing up in ignorance, a danger to 
both Church and State ; and 2d. That if we are to hold our own in the indnstiiil 
competition of the day, we must g^ve our young people some further technical initnie* 
tion, taking them up at the point where tJhe primary school leaves them, and canyiog 
them on, turning the mere workman into ike artisui. Now for both these poipoiea 
night schools are^ needed, are in fact our only instrumentality. How are they to be 
supplied ! It is curious to note the different ways in which the two countries tiy t» 
do these things. In France, the Minister of Public Instruction one fine morning 
awakes to the necessity of night schools, sets his copying clerks to work, and by the 
evening post a circular goes forth to every pre^t and sous-prefSt in France offering 
premiums to every normal teacher who opens a night school, and in a year or two 
600,000 evening students present themselves at the Inspectors' coUectiye examinatiooa 
In England our central office relies more on voluntary effort. H. Dnruy woold be 
astonished if he could look through the pigeon-holes of our education office, and Mi 
what a large proportion of the department's correspondence is in the fine BoDtf 
hand of the ladies of the hall or the parsonage. But in this matter of night school] 
how are the voluntary system and the central department to work best together 
How are we to combine the paid professional element required by the one with th< 
free and unpaid services of the volunteers % Last Monday I met at Bristol some fort;: 
young men, sons mostly of the city merchants, who, after counting-house hours wishes 
to give their leisure to this work ; and the difficulties of carrying it on were diacofleed 
Question after question was raised :— should fees be charged 1 should the certificate* 
master be present ] should the instruction be in class or individual 1 should yooa. 
and old be taught together 1 should a »Scripture lesson be included in the pU^^ 
How were the necessary funds to be raised 1— all very practical difficulties. It we 
curious, as the evening woi-e on, to note how the room fell asunder into two wel 
defined parties, divided as clearly by the objects they were proposing to themselves s 
by the methods which they respectively aidvocated. And so the whole night Bchoi 
work may be, and indeed must be, divided into two provinces. On the one side yo 
have the party who care most about gathering into their schools the wai& and stray 
the rough neglected lads of our streets ; these naturally and necessarily prefer volni 
tary teachers who put heart and love into their work, would charge no fees, would gi^ 
a missionary character to the school. On the other side you have those who are mO' 
anxious about giving the young intelligent work people an opportunity of addiD 
something to the merely elementary instruction of the day school, who therefore wis 
to provide lessons in commercial arithmetic, in drawing, in geometry, and the lil^< 
preferring therefore the paid trained teacher, charging therefore fees. Now ^ 
broad demarcation of the purposes, of the methods, of the material to be worl^* 
upon, is a great step gained towards the simplification of the general problem, 
most parishes both departments of the work are needed ; for the more intelligent l> 
who have recently left your day school and gone to work, you wish to open a shop 
higher instruction, where a really good article, bookkeeping, drawing. End 
chemistry, and the like, will be sold them for twopence or threepence a wec^ ; wl 
at the same time you wish to draw within your influence and do something 
humanize the rough, ignorant lads who would else lounge away the evening at 
village corners, or under the gas-lights of the street. How can both these pnrp< 
be accomplished] Some of my practical friends maybe able to give shape to 
following suggestions. Our town schools have mostly two large school-rooms : 
village schools one large room, and by its side a class room Let the girls' schoo 
the town, or the class-room in the country (we will call both for our purpose the c 
TOQw) be used for the evening classes of higher instruction. There one may imag 
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% dozen yillage lads, or some fifty or sixtj town lads meeting at, say, seven o'clock in 
tlie evening, for their lessons ; while a quarter of an hour later, tempted perhaps by a 
penny cup of tea, there would assemble the rougher group in the other room. Here 
we have our material ready to be worked upon. Now for our teachers : I propose at 
least one permanent paid teacher, and some two or three yolunteers, sometimes the 
eleigyman or some member of his family, sometimes some of those right-hearted 
yonng fellows, like those 1 met at Bristol, to be found in most of our parishes, only 
waiting to be asked to put their hand to the work. While the rougher set are 
assembling and having their tea, and getting into their places under the direction of 
one or two of the volunteers, in what I call the school, the paid teacher has assigned to 
each of his pupils his evening task in what I call the clcus-room. At half-past seven 
the pupils liave had half an hour's work, and the rougher lot are ready to commence. 
The pnncipal teacher '' tells off" half his pupils to act as monitors to as many little 
groups of the younger " roughs," — ^taking care, of course, that a boy never teaches one 
older than himself: this for half an hour ; then these monitors go back to their lessons 
in the class room, and another relay— the other half of the class room pupils — ^replace 
them as monitors in the school. The elder roughs are of course under the care of one 
or two folunteers. At half-past eight the pupils of the class room, having thus had 
■n hour of lessons^ and half an hour of teaching, go home : while the roughs, having 
had a good hour of reading; writing, and arithmetic, stay a quarter of an hour later 
foT tkcoUedive lesson from the principal teacher or the clergyman^it may be in Scrip- 
ture, or it may be a sort of entertaining lecture, or it may be singing. Such is the 
scheme. Three questions will be at once asked :— (1.) Will the more intelligent 
pupils like aacrificing half an hour of the evening to acting as monitors in the lower 
BchooU To this I answer that I am very sure they will most readily enter into the 
spirit of the plan, and feel that they are doing a work of neighbourly charity ; the 
SQcoesB of this part of the plan will entirely depend on the judgment with which their 
wrrioes are assorted in the lower school ; in other words, it will depend on the 
principal teachBr. (2.) Can we count on ^e two or three elder volunteers in our 
parishes) And here again I think we may, if our principal teacher is discreet and 
plMiant to work with, and if he makes it his business to conciliate and recruit such 
MttBtance. (8.) How can the permanent service of such a trained teacher be secured ? 
*^ & small rural parish, where there are no pupil teachers, he may be the day-school 
^^r. In a very large town school he may be a certificated master acting as assis- 
w in the forenoon, and having the afternoon to himself. For smaller town schools, 
which cannot afford a second certificated master, I propose that five or six schools 
■hottld form themselves into a night-school union, and engage a drcvXatiing certificated 
«wtf€r who should undertake to give one entire evening in the week to each of the 
^ted schools. Supposing the night schools met three times a week they would have 
to depead for two evenings on a volunteer, probably the curate of the parish. And in 
«hi8 last case, if such an organization became at all general, t feel sure the education 
^eiMjTtment would gladly extend to such imited night schooU the very slight relaxation 
w their rule already offered to the rwraX school tmims. In one or other of these ways 
the Gbyemment Grant, together with the fees of the class room pupils, would cover 
the expenses of the school If any remind me of our subject this evening, that it is 
^phatically Church education, and ask me whether a good deal of what I have 
JMcribed be not merely secular work, I reply, I decline to recognize any such distinc- 
Hon. The clergyman's motto must be the old one " nihil humani a me alienum," — 
nothmg that goes on in this parish is unconnected with my work." And, besides, 
J?8 priwence in such a school may indirectly give a religious spirit to the whole life 
"ved in the school. Often and often a few earnest words spoken at the close as 
pwlude to the evening prayer, from heart to heart, will go fhrther and leave a fiir 
Utore lasting impression than a set Bible lesson of half an hour's duration. Abo^e all 
^6 Work must be done in faith — faith not only in Qod's blessing, but faith also in 
your fellow man. While we are trying to work down to them, we must have faith 
™»t they are trying to work up to us. If we can do something for them, they (believe 
D»e) can do much for us. These night school classes, bringing us face to face with the 
^ety people that are now escaping us, will infuse into our parish work and into 
^P experience, and so into our sermons, that masculine element in which I seme- 
mes think our ministry is deficient. Those working lads and men that we there 
™^t will give not only backbone to our parochial system, but also those English 
J^^arts and hands that alone that can build up for us a Church that shall be once 
"■^^e truly national — commensurate with the length and breadth of our land. (Cheers.) 
.. J^he Right Rev. Chairmak said that they were happy to have at this meeting 
"*o presence of several of his Right Reverend brethren from the United States of 
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America— (cheen)— who, he had great pleasare in stating, wonld address them on the 
important sabject of Charch edacation. 

The Bishop of Ilunois. — There are two reasons, 1 presume, which have induced 
the Right ller. President to honour me by calling upon me to address you on this 
important subject The first is, that overwhelming kindness with which we h&ve 
been received during our soioum in this our dear mother Chxtrch of England. 
(Cheers.) The other is tliat I belong to a country where, probably, popular edueatioit 
has been pushed on to a larger extent, and has gathered around itself a larger 
array of effcctire means, and embraced within its scope a larger range of popular 
education, than perhaps in any other country in the world. (Cheen.) And so far a 
popular education can go, I am proud of my countr^r—pivud of it tor what !t has 
effected in this direction, with the limited means at its disposal to do it witii. To 
the credit of my countrymen I may say th&t the very fint thing which they set up ia 
their border emigration — the very first building which is erected, is of a public 
character. It is a school-house for the education of their children— (cheers)— and 
that school-house, in its turn, becomes the nucleus— as far as practicable in their 
divided condition— of the moral and religious instruction of the adjacent population, 
and after a time the common church of mat portion of the land. And the develop- 
ment of this system may be seen in passing through our large towns and cities. If 
you were to go to the city, for instance, in which I have my habitation, and walk 
through its streets, and were to mark the most splendid and most magnificently 
erected edifices, and you were to inquire what they were, you would be told, "They 
are our common schools." (Cheers.) I am living in a city the site of which thirty 
years ago was a mere swamp, where now there is a population of 250,000 inhabi- 
tants, together with schools commensurate with the wants of the rising; generation. 
(Cheers.) In that relation, therefore, I stand in the &ce of what I consider the best 
development of popular education, where in accordance with the principles of the 
Government more than popular education is not allowable. Having done justice, 
therefore, to the extent of popular education in that country fVom which I come, 
I will now speak of what I consider its grand fundamental defect, and which, in my 
judgment, unless largely supplemented, as it is, by religious eflfort outlying and 
around it, it could create only a nation of infidels. (Cheers.) Speaking, therefore, 
in behalf of Church education, and speaking from this standpoint, and this develop- 
ment, I have next to observe what is experienced on this subject — that hunger of th€ 
human heart — in relation to that higher form of education. We have two ways Id 
which to estimate that. The first is the condition of the Church, and the efforts pui 
forth in order to educate our young people as they should be, in a moral and religion: 
point of view. There is a testimony on this point to which I refer with shame. I 
is, notwithstanding the poor means of their people, the true and honest stand on th< 
.^-ubject of religious education which is taken by the Roman Catholic Church. Tb 
Koman Catholic clergy, refusine: all compromise, have steadily gone on, all over th 
land, building their schools and their colleges, and they associate with them ever^ 
thing likely to make them not only permanent and valuable, but also attractive to th 
young and rising generation ; thus nilfilling in that way, on their side, the duty th^ 
owe to their principles, to the Church of which they are members, and the claims, 
Ood upon them. And, on the other hand, it is to be remarked what has been ^ 
■effbct of the existence of these institutions amongst the populations around them, ^' 
in a country like America. Have they been repelled or received ? Unfortunately 
have had to mourn over the fact that we cannot keep our sons and daughters out> 
these institutions, and, wherever good and sound education is wanted, our people s^ 
their children there without regarding its connexion with the peculiar religi^ 
instruction which characterises that Church. Our national schools are all secul 
and thus we are compelled to feel, to our own disadvantage, that education to 
right must be the education of the Church. (Cheers.) What is education 1 It i^ 
yery common thing at the present day to find a confusion of ideas as to education 8u 
instruction. Instruction is the pouring in, whilst education is the drawing out a: 
developing the powers and faculties of nature— (loud cheers)— and notwithstandi: 
ail our means for carrying on education, we must undoubtedly admit that we can < 
nothing without the assistance of God's Spirit and God's truth, and without ^ 
endeavour to educate the soubj of those intrusted to us, as well as educating the 
minds and leading them to feel the realities of eternity as well as realize the po 
inheritance of this fading earth. (Cheers.) But if we advance further, and t 
question is put, "By what right do you, whether man or woman, undertake 
educate that child — from whence is your right derived V* If I am told the teach 
derives a right firom the parents, that only throws the matter a single step backwan 
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Ferhaps yon will say the parent has a right because he is older and stronger, but that 
IB might making right. But really and truly that right is alone derived from the 
child being God's trust to man as His servant, and the Church is an assembly of such 
seryanta and the nursery of such souls, ^Cheers.) And if we are to advance another 
step as to the mode, let me ask, is it possible to train our complex nature by teaching 
the sciences and mathematics only — by teaching our common people all round to 
read and write ? What would be the universal effect of educating the mind and not 
ihelieart ; of training the head and neglecting the affections 1 Everywhere the testi- 
mony of experience is that it is only giving a greater capacity for evil ; that we 
multiply crimes against property although we may diminish crimes of violence ; that 
¥6 only change the form of the outgoings of our corrupt nature, and that we cannot 
make a good people by simply educating the head. (Cheers.) In fact, education to 
he tme and right should begin with the child from the very moment when it was 
brought by the parents to the baptismal font — (cheers) — and that child must be 
received and treated not as a mere waif, a being to be cast loose upon the world, but 
as the descendant of a long and honoured pedigree, as one who has an ancestral 
inheritance, to which it is the heir, and for enjoyment of which it needs to be 
earefnlly and religiously trained. (Cheers.) Therefore we give to our children ^ 
creed— (applause^ — our own dear precious inheritance, which we would hand down to 
onr children ana our children's children inviolate and true. (Enthusiastic cheers.) 
[The sign^ bell struck to intimate that the speaker's time had nearly expired.] The 
curfew bell has struck. (Cries of " Go on 1 ") Let me then in conclusion offer you, 
as becomes my office, one or two words of counsel. One is that you stand in a grand 
and noble position in this country. You have a Church— a grand recognised Esta- 
blished Church. (Loud and continued cheering.) While it is the last thing I would 
ask for in my country, I should if I were residing in England fight to the moral death 
Ksnstain it. (Renewed applause.) Therefore I would beg of you— and this is the 
<!0im8el I give you— to cherish in your heart of hearts the glorious and grand privilege 
that you have not only a Church, but a Church that can educate. (Loud cheers.) 
And then see that so far as in each individual lies— so far as in the breadth of your 
corporate capacity you can go — see that the Church does her work completely and 
^7, free from all narrow-mindedness on this point or the other, but with the know- 
ledge that if properly conducted it will continue, as it has done hitherto, to elevate you 
both individually and nationally, and tend to the honour and advancement of the 
^ntch in all its relations.^ (The Bight Rev. Bishop resumed his seat amidst the most 
enthufflastic applause.) 

The Bishop of Tennessee (who was also received with much cheering) said : — In all 
that my Right Rev. brother of Illinois has said in reference to the education of the 
Mitellect I agree, as I have witnessed in our land (where we see it developed in a won- 
derful degree, to be sure, for so new a land) that it leaves the heart unsanctified and 
"^« sonl uncared for. (Cheers.) I most fully agree in all my Right Rev. friend has said 
Jpon the principles of Christian education, and that if there be any such thing as 
t^e narture and admonition of the Lord,'' it must be done in the Lord, and the 
f^^pient must be led from grace to grace, and strength to strength, in the Lord's 
*»oa8e. (Cheers.) » While I have been in England I have seen much that has made 
^y heart glad. 1 have witnessed the evidences on all sides of the grandest civilization 
fj? "^orld has ever known. I have looked about me and have asked for the cause of 
^m civilization ; and where have I found it ] I found it the first Sunday I was in 
*«gland, when I went down to the city of Oxford, that I might spend my first Lord's- 
^^ in that consecrated spot. (Cheers.) I saw there much that astonished and amazed 
^©> and that was very far beyond anything in my own land in the way of educational 
2**^lishments. We are a people who live on hope. With us it is not realization — 
^th yQQ it ig an assured civilization. If ever our hopes are to be realized, it will be 
?^ the establishment of such institutions as those which are the glory of this land. 
J^Ueers.) I feel that your civilization sets the mark of the Cross upon the national 
^*^W plainly and distinctly, (Cheers.) I find here a civilization that is not afraid to 
^J^y — ^that is not afraid to stand up for the faith once delivered to the saints. (Loud 
^?^T8.) I find here a Church in all its parts. Primitive, Catholic, Apostolic — (renewed 
^>^^eTs) — ^and that is the safeguard of your land ; and I pray that in time to come our 
^^Urch may make her power felt by leading our people on to a high Christian civiliza- 
tlk^^ ; the first element of which is faith in the great doctrine of the Atonement, and 
r^^ second, a quick and sensitive, but lusty and strong, national conscience. The 
J^^wch can do this, and i^e ^one can do it. (Cheers.) And why ? Because she 
J^ established on this earth as God's society for the regeneration of the world. 
^«ers.) Because she was endowed with an apostolic ministry; and to her are com- 
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miticd the Sacraments and the faith with which to mould Sociefy, and shape ind 
fashion national as well as individual character. She can penetrate, and most peoe- 
tratc, and interpenetrate not the high, the cultivated, the lofty classes, not those vitk 
a long lineage only, but the ma.4ses of the people, with the truth as it is in JesoL 
(Cheers.) Then she will mould tl\e national life. You will permit me .to say that 1 
have been greatly surprised to hear several speakers hold out the idea of popularising 
the Church, by modifying certain of her Offices. (Cheers.) I tell you to-day, that the 
Episcopal Church in America occupies the position she has gained, because the 
never attempted to popularise herself. (Cheers.) In a small town which I reoe&tlj 
visited in my own diocese I found there three sorts of Presbyterian, and two sorted 
Methodist, (Churches— (a voice — " So called ") — ^yes, I accept the correction — Chuidiei 
80 called— (cheers)— and we know that if the Lord dia establiah his Church as a 
Presbyterian Church, he did not do it in that way. (Great cheering.) What our 
people are starting back from is this very disintegrating process that results from 
sectarianism. Sectarianism has no historic life, it has no creed, I might almost ny 
— ^ycB, I will say— it has very little faith. (Cheers.) But, I tell you, in my part i 
the United States — and I belong to the South, thank God !— (cheers) — the people are 
turning away from sectarianism, because it disintegrates society and sets brother 
against brother, as it has done throughout the length and breadth of the land. I have 
heard many admirable addresses here on the subjects that belong to EngUnd alone, 
about which it would be an impertinence for me to offer a word. I have heard of 
schools for young men and old men, boys and girls, and of night schools, but pennU 
me to say a word on an American subject. What about the freedmen in the Soath? 
Has not the Church a work to do for them ? They have been forced into a state and 
condition for which they were totally unprepared. (Cries of " No, no," and cheen) 
What is the duty of our Church to them ] It is to take hold of them and elevate 
them in the scale of beings : and the Church alone can do it. (Cheers.) Burke onee 
said of America, when she had sent some shiploads of corn to Ireland, that America 
felt as a daughter for the wants of Ireland, and, with filial duty and with fiomai 
charity, bared the full breasts of her youthful exuberance to the mouth of her famishing 
parent; and I thought the other day, when we met at the Lambeth Conference, that tf 
ever the American Church were to be a buttress or a bulwark to the Church of England, 
it would be by establishing in our land the educational institutions of the mother 
country, and thus give to our people that which I saw in all its grandeur in St. Jamee^B 
Hall on Friday last, when the Primate of old England presided with the Bishop rf 
London on his right and the Bishop of Oxford on his left. (Loud cheers.) 

Rev. J. F. Maokarness. — To come down from the high flight of heart-stirringeloqnence 
to which we have been carried by our two Transatlantic visitors to plain mattets of 
fact, I rise to supply an omission, and to answer a complaint, namely, that nothing 
has been said about our girls. (Cheers.) And I wish to say for those energetic large- 
hearted, wise persons, who have been carrying forward the movement for middle-cUw 
education, that they have at this moment a hundred girls at Bognor taught and 
boarded at 12^. per annum. They are under the management of the same person 
who has set so many other educational movements on foot. (Cheers.) I beg to say, 
therefore, in answer to the Dean of Chester, that they have not been forgetful of the 
girls, and have carried out the same principles on behalf of the weaker, but who, at 
the same time, are also in many instances the wiser part of our community. (Cheers.) 
No doubt the girls are capable of as much improvement as the boys, and our object 
is so to train them that thc> may go in and deserve a character which, so far as present 
experience has gone, bids fair to last them their lives. (Cheers.) And now permit me 
to say that in the West of England we are not unmindful of the middle classes. We 
have more than one college, in which we do in a small way the same thing as that which 
is to be done at Denstone for the yeomen and middle classes of the West of England, 
which, compared with these populous districts, is a wilderness with respect to people. 
(Cheers.) We have, however, difficulties to contend with which probably are not felt 
(at any rate with so much force) in such neighbourhoods as this. Especially we have 
the difficulty arising from the exclusiveness of classes in regard to social position, 
coexistent with indifference to the real advantages of a good education. I remember 
a farmer, to whom I was saying something about his son being taught geography, 
replied that he did not require to know any more than the geography of his own 
fields. I said in all honesty that such a remark was not a proof of good sense, 
and that it would be better to see what effect upon his son a more liberal education 
would have. While this feeling is by no means uncommon, and the yeomen class is 
thereby unfitted for rising into the class of society above it, they will not mix wit^ the 
class below them. It is a peculiarity, not sufficiently considered by those who advo- 
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e in our public scbools the American Bystem, that in England you cannot fuse the 
per middle class and the lower. We cannot here follow the American system, 
en in the national schools an additional payment for an upper class is eagerly em- 
Lced ; and if a flashy proprietary school is opened in the neighbourhood, although 
a higher rate, it attracts at once all the children of the parents who are a little 
ter off. I do not defend this feeling — I think it is a great misfortune that the 
Idren of different classes cannot be educated together. (Cheers.) I should be glad 
hey met as they do in Scotland, and as they do in America, under the same roof, 
1 were taught together. But I have tried it over and over again, and failed ; and 
m convinced that the only hope of success is in this middle class scheme. (Cheers.) 

not say we want in all cases grand institutions ; with halls, schoolrooms, cloisters, 

1 the like ; but we do want something which will engender a school spirit, a spirit 
;omm unity, and organized life, with its own piinciples of honour, and a noble rivalry, 
ich alone will give the opportunity of getting rid of and of overcoming class, 
indices, and of bringing children together whose parents are too much separated, 
leers.) ' I do not say that our public schools are perfect — they have many faults — 

• the training and education to be had in them is better than can be had elsewhere. 
not wish the boys to be watched from morning to night, and often from night 
morning. Such constant supervision not only fails to produce a good effect, but it 
aost depressing to the spirits and injurious to the principles. I have read of two 
B at a French school, conducted on this principle of unceasing supervision, 
> dog a deep hole in the playground for the mere purpose of getting out of sight, 
leers.) That is constant supervision, but it is not organized life. (Cheers.) The 
aciple of middle-class schools should be the collegiate principle, in which a sense 
>ublic opinion shall be felt from the top to the bottom ; and when these are fully 
eloped in town and country, in populous and in thinly inhabited districts, we shall 
most satisfactory result? to the cause of that great institution, the Church, to which 



\BOHDBA0oir DsNisoN, who was received with cheers, said — If I was a little dis- 
hed in my mind last night — and, I think, not without reason — I have been much 
ssnred by what I have heard to-day. (Laughter.) I am happy to say that, not 
iepting even the provocation hurled at my head by the Dean of Chester, I am not 
satisfied with anything I have heard, but am thankful for it. As to what the 
an of Chester said about the Conscience Clause I do not trouble my soul. If 
man chooses to have a little Conscience Clause in his own house what is that 
me? (Laughter.) If the Dean of Chester chooses to have 500 Conscience Clauses 
his house it would not affect me, but as for any compulsory Conscience Clause 
ing imposed by the State I say in the name of the Churchmen of England, in 
B name of the people of England — because I know they will endorse it— I say 
S^ewill not have it." (Loud cheers.) I was much reassured when I saw the pro- 
amme of the Congress ; I rejoiced when I saw the words, " Church Education." I 
> not doubt that the programme in that particular caused many pangs before it was 
flight forth— (laughter)— but here we have it, swaddling clothes and all, and a 
«ent, tidy child it is — (renewed laughter) — ^with many good features on its face, and 
remarkably respectable nose, with " Church Education," written down the two sides 
^[l«ighter) — a very decent and respectable child, and I am thankful to the com- 
ittee for giving us such a bantling. (Reiterated laughter.) Now, there is 
mother child, but by no means so pleasing. The Committee of Council, after existing 
^jnty-seven years, has taken to itself a wife, not in holy matrimony at all — (laughter) 
■but by civil contract at the registrar's office — (renewed laughter) — and is now in all 
'e delightful anticipations of first paternity. (Much laughter.) Now, there are 
any very ugly and unpleasant shapes arising out of and flitting about and bubbling 
>from the surface of the great national seething-pot which lies somewhere inside the 
ilace of Westminster ; and one of the very ugliest of the things flitting about in the 
^", and sometimes peeping out of the doorway, is this same bantling that is coming 
Uf the corner house in Downing-street. I know nothing more ugly; instead of 
e decent and respectable child which the committee have put into our hands, it is a 
sty, dirty little bantling— (laughter)— wrapped up in a filthy bit of Welsh flannel — 
newed laughter) — spotted all over with three ** r's," with a little distorted snub nose, 
I *' Secular Education"' written down the two sides of it, and dotted here and there with 
'. C." which might be taken for Committee of Council or Conscience Clause, which- 
r you like. (Renewed laughter.) For my part I am for the child of the Congress, 
if I were a betting man I would back it to beat the other child into fits, if it were 
;n in hand and reared up properly ; for all depends upon that. And now, having 
'ored upon a little fun, I will say a few really serious words. If it be reared pro- 
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perly, that is the whole thing ; hut I need not say much ahont it ailer it hi 

ably, eloquently, and, I may add, wonderfully handled in the speeches of 

have gone before me. I will only add one consideration to theirs. I believ 

of the education of the Church of England has been that it has not always \ 

back to the foundation of Holy Baptism. (Cheers.) I heard something 

about altering the questions and answers of godfathers and godmothers to i 

more intelligible as to what they have to do. For my part I always undei 

the questions were put and the answers given in the name of the child. (C 

is not suggested what that more intelligible form might be. 1 am perb 

obtuse man, but I cannot conceive anything more lucid :— '' I demand, the 

thou, in the name of this child, renounce the devil and all his works, the 

and glory of the world, with all covetous desires of the same, and the carm 

the flesh, so that thou wilt not follow or be led by them 1 A. I renounc 

^. Dost thou believe in Ood the Father Almighty, and so on to the end of the 

Ja the sponsors then each say for the child] A. MX this I stedfastly believe. 

#j be baptized in this faith ? A. That is my desire. Wilt then then obed: 

nj 6oa*s holy will and commandments, and walk in the same all the days • 

-f 3 A . I will." I do not know whether it is possible to put anything more scripti 

;^J intelligibly, more plainly to the most childish capacity than the questions i 

X : 1 have read, and I am recalled thereby to one of those beautiful things wit] 

L* Prayer-book abounds, calling us back continually to the great foundations 

i.{ 1 refer to the Collect for Easter-eve :— *' Grant, O Lord, that as we are ba 

the death of Thy blessed Son, our Saviour Jesus Christ, so by continually 

our corrupt affections we may be buried with Him ; and that through the 

^ . gate of death, we may pass to our joyful resurrection ; for His merits, wh 

■ij was buried, and rose again for us. Thy Son Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

.* ; eluding word is this — ** Church Education," how is it to be carried onl 

; j' the Jesuit motto — ^you may learn somethinc: from a Jesuit, let me tell you- 

;>i] inculcandim., repetendum, I will not translate the words for the women, I 

^i ' know them better than the men. (Cheers.) Let them keep putting int<] 

f ^, mind every day the three promises of his Baptism, and adding stone up 

^■j that — his first prayer, his Confirmation, his coming to the Holy Communi< 

" ' of duty belonging to his station in life— building everything upon the one 

stone — our Lord and Saviour Christ, with whom the child was made o 

Baptism he was *< signed with the sign of the cross, in the name of the Fa 

'i:^ Son, and of the Holy Ghost" (Cheers.) 

'•i.j Mr. George Wabikqtoh. — For the few moments allowed me I 

refer only to that part of the subject with which I am personally 
' ■ and which has not yet been touched upon, — I mean Sunday Schools. 

.<■' be any defect in the Church of England system of education, it is 

•■^', to the education of the lower classes, and probably the only wide-spread 

.v-j of the country which really does attempt to educate the lower clai 

,,T doctrines and practices of the Church is the Sunday School. It is 

;^. sjiid that the Sunday School system at the present time is a failure; 

j-r- suppose no one would dare to say that the Sunday Schools are not d 

■I*' thing, ^gain, I suppose nobody could assert that they have done as m 

^•l ought to have done ; but what is the fault, and where lies the remedy? Tl 

•^* 1 would dwell on is that the Sunday School teachers are forgetting that i 

I'S! they deal with are members of Christ and children of God. (Cheers.) T 

i^i are treated as if they were poor heathens, and are exhorted to be converte 

they were not already made in baptism " members of Christ and childr 
This is beginning at the wrong end, and unless we base our doctrinal edi 
true basis we cannot expect to progress as we ought to progress with t 
^fi\ classes. The second fault is equally grave. The children are taken to pul 

at an age when it is utterly impossible for them to understand the serv 
expected to take a part in, and hence when they come to an age when 
understand it, it is diflScult to make them real, earnest, and devout worshi 
habit of children becomes so strong upon them that they find it hard to fe 
but weariness and impatience. J^ow how is this to be remedied] It < 
remedied by giving them a service which they can understand and 
(Cheers.) Let them be provided with appropriate School services— ser 
are intelligible to them, and which they can take a pleasure in, and th< 
grow up with a greater love of divine worship in their hearts. If these things 
Sunday School will be found a most efficient means of reaching the worl 
In the first place, the children attending Sunday Schools can be retain 
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is proper management, until they are adults, but in the day school they cannot; 

and thus the Sunday Schools have an advantage in keeping the children under 

training at the most ticklish and important period of their lives. In the second plaee 

they help to realize the ideal of the Church. In the Church ori^h member has a 

reJation to another, each has a duty to perform ; we are notj^tflated individuals, but 

incorporated into the mystical body of Jesus Christ, ((/heers.) This is too much lost 

sight of generally by members of the Church, and there is hence not that hearty 

sympathy between different classes of society that there ought to be. The Sunday 

School, however, helps to rectify this error. Teachers and scholars are drawn from 

different ranks in society, and a warm feeling of sympathy is engendered between them, 

which is often carried to the homes of the latter, and reaches far into the after-life of 

both. (Cheers.) Then as to the objection that Sunday Schools interfere with parental 

lesponsibility. When I heard to-day that the true remedy for existing evils was a 

large system of boarding schools by which children would be removed from their 

parents from year's end to year's end, except with a few weeks interval only, I felt 

that there was an end to the objection raised by some against Sunday Schools as a 

aystem which destroyed the sense of parental responsibility because it takes the children 

away from their parents two or three hours a week. (Cheers.) If Sunday Schools do 

this, how much more boarding schools] 

Viscount Sahdoh. — I am loath to address the Conference at this late hour—so late 
that I cannot hope to arrest the steps of those who are wending their eager way towards 
the door; but there is one point connected with to-day's discussion which it would 
be most undesirable to leave out altogether. Much has been said of the Church 
education of youn^ people and adults of the lower middle and of the labouring classes; 
hat I would speak principally, if not entirely, of the Education of a class different to 
any hitherto mentioned in this room. We cannot turn our eyes to the great Public 
Schools and Universities of our land, in which the upper classes of society (I use the 
tenn in its widest sense), for the most part, receive their education, without feeling- 
that their condition is a part, and no unimportant part, of the subject we are discussing,. 
(Cheers.) Are we quite sure that it is a distinctively Christian and Church of England 
edncation which is there obtained ] We may talk of our ancient foundations, with 
theur religious rules and constitutions; their chapels, their cloisters, and their halls;, 
hnt some of us, who have spent the happiest days of our lives in them, must agree 
tlttt there was little distinctive teaching in many of them with regard to the principles 
apd doctrines of the Church of England, and that even instruction as to the founda- 
tions of the Christian faith was, and I fear is still, too much neglected. (Cheers.) Is 
it not a matter of immense importance that the upper classes of society, on whom the 
guidance of the nation in the future, as heretofore, should rest, should know the history 
of the Reformation and the principles on which our Church Establishment depends T 
Bat ig it not even of more importance that, while they learn something of the self- 
denying lives and heroic deaths of the fathers of our Church, they should also be well 
wqnainted with the general evidences of the Christian faith 1 (Cheers.) I know 
*tere are noble-minded men who work hard in our public schools and universities to 
make teaching of that kind a matter of heart and soul earnestness, but those men are 
notmany ; while it is much to be feared that distinctive teaching of religious truth, of 
tke historical position and the principles of the Church of England, and of the evi- 
dences of Christianity is grievously neglected, if not wholly omitted. Why in the 
•dncation of the upper classes should there be this great omission] It is I think 
partly because religious instruction is taken for granted as part of the system of our 
pest seats of secular and religious learning, and people have not thought of inquiring 
how far it really exists, (Cheers.) Partly again, the multiplicity of subjects, as 
physical science, modem languages, law and modem history, now admitted into the 
iwt of their studies, makes it difficult to find time for the important matters to which 
I have alluded. Besides, do not these graver studies, in common with all other intel- 
lectual pursuits, suffer by that worship of muscle, now so prevalent in our upper 
■cHools and colleges, which, I fear, will have a disastrous influence on the future of 
thenpper classes of society 1 For the middle-classes we are now establishing schools 
devised for the high cultivation of the taste and intellect. For artisans and mechanics 
'^e have libraries, schools of art, and institutes of every sort Examinations and com- 
petition are the order of the day. But while all around are stimulated into a high 
J»^ of intellectu^ activity, the upper classes are throwing all their energies into the 
development of the muscular system. (Cheers.) We are thus, 1 am afraid, putting 
^ peril the intellectual, religious, and social position of these classes. Let us have 
mnscalar development, but let it be a subordinate, not a primary object— let it be 
■port, and not business. (Cheerp.) Let not the mothers and sisters of our land bestow 

e2 



132 Church Missions. 

all their approval on the sacoeBsfal cricketer or the fiunoas oarsman, and smile len 
benignantly on the student and theologian. (Cheers, and a laugh.) For it ib of no 
small importance to the country that the upper classes should continue to hold the 
position they h%vc heretofore filled in English history. It is tree if they cease to be 
leaders, it will not be because they are an enervated class : no— they will keep tbeir 
place as leaders in the sports of the field, but they^must be content to leave to otben 
the prouder distinction of being the leaders of the thought, and the controlleiB of tiie 
government of this gpreat country. (Cheers.) 
The Right Riv. Pbsbioiht then closed the meeting with the blessing. 



WEDNESDAY EVENING. 
CHURCH MISSIONS. 



Earl Nelson read the following Paper : — 

I have ventured to divide the work of the Church into three 
great missionary periods. 

The first, beginning with the propagation of the Gospel by 
our blessed Lord and His Apostles, and ending with the destructioB 
of the heathen power of Borne. And the building up of the Chris- 
tian Church throughout the whole Roman Empire. 

The second, embracing the time of the propagation of the ] 
faith during the middle ages among the barbarian tribes that oye^ 
whelmed the temporal Empire of Rome, and over-ran the whole of 
Europe, 

And thirdly, the Post-Reformation period in which we live, 
when the Church is called on to propagate the faith of Christ 
among all the nations of the earth. 

Now, before and during all these periods, we can alike trace the 
hand of God mysteriously preparing the way, by worldly means, 
for the work He was about to call His Church to perform. Tb^ 
four great heathen empires, whilst each in their turn glorying i^ 
their conquests and worldly power, were, unknowingly all the tim^j 
but instruments in God's hands for carrying forward His might? 
purpose of blessings to mankind. 

The Babylonian, by executing God's judgments upon His peopl^; 
purified them from idolatry, and from an exclusive nation sent thi^ 
Jews as a colonizing and commercial people throughout the terr^' 
tories under their sway — as a witness everywhere to the Unity & 
the Godhead. 

The Medo-Persian, under Cyrus, replaced the Jews as a natioJ^ 
in their own land, and extended its protection to all the Jew^ 
settled throughout the empire. 

The Grecian advanced the arts and sciences, and so diffused th^ 
Greek language till it was accepted over the known world as th6 
language of literature and science. And into that language Alex- 
andrian Jews were moved to translate the Old Testament Scrip- 
tures. 
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The Boman^ by its iron rule, consolidated all these into one 
empire, and by its great military roads, its commerce, and its 
colonies prepared the way ; so that, when the work was done and 
peace established, it pleased God to manifest Himself, that the 
religion of the God-Man, Jesus, at His own appointed time, might 
make its way along the highways of commerce, and even along 
the highways of armies, to all the inhabitants of the then known 
earth. 

In like manner may we trace, in God's dealings with Rome and 
with the hordes of barbarians made ready to overwhelm her, a 
means of preparation for the next great work which the Church 
was called upon to perform. No sooner had the religion of Christ, 
silently and mysteriously, and through much persecution, suffi- 
ciently leavened the whole Roman Empire, than that mighty fabric 
begins to crumble away, and the avenger, unthought of before, 
mies his inroads with overwhelming force. But the Church wa» 
prepared for the work which God had allotted to her. They came: 
liot as in Roman conquests to bring their gods with them, but tos 
embrace the faith of the Church of Christ, which alone stood secure 
amidst the wreck of all Rome's temporal power. 

'*It was a sight,^' says Archdeacon Grant, ^^that might have 
kindled the coldest faith, to witness (in the person of the Roman 
. bishop) an aged man with no outward pomp and protection, go. 
forth to the camp of Attila ; and when with authority he spoke of 
the mercy of Christ, to see that victorious chieftain, appalled and 
subdued by the saintly presence, turn his savage hordes back again 
from their promised spoil at the pleading of the servant of God." ^ 

The heathen then verily came to the Church, as they do now in 
some of our colonies, and the work she was called on to do during 
ftis second period, is well described by MacClear in his '^ History 
of Christian Missions.^* 

"But when the Iron Kingdom had run its race, the territorial 
field of the Church was to be widened. It was to spread westward, 
and northward, and eastward. And now a very different element 
jas proposed to the energies of the Christian teachers. As the 
Koman Empire sank beneath her feet, its last embers trampled out 
by Alaric, the Church found herself confronted with numberless 
hordes that had long been gathering in their native wilds, and were 
?ow to be precipitated over the entire face of Europe. Strange, 
^deed, in language, and customs, ^nd modes of life, were the 
J^ations which now poured forth to fill the abyss of servitude and 
porruption in which the Roman Empire had disappeared, and to 
^fase new life-blood into an effete civilization. Celt and Teuton, 
Sclave and Hun, followed each other in quick succession, each pre- 
senting to the Church some new element to be controlled and 
brought into subjection. She was now called on to allay these 
agitated elements of society, to introduce some degree of order, to 
teach the nations a higher faith than a savage form of Nature- 
^ Grant's Bainpton Lectures for 1845. p. 149. 
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worship, to purify and refine their recklessness, independence, and 
uncontrollable love of liberty^ and to fit them to become members 
of an enlightened Christendom." 

The work of the two first periods has been successfully accom- 
plished. And as before, so now, God's overruling hand can plainly 
be seen at work as clearly preparing the way, and as distinctly 
calling the Church of this our day to the special work it is given us 
to do. The great movement for a purer faith, reformed after the , 
pattern of the early and undivided Church ; the masked increase 
of knowledge, the marvellous advance of science and inventions, 
with the practical application of them ; and the spirit of coloniza- 
tion and discovery, at once enlarge our sphere of work, and our 
means of occupying it. 

These things have been used and accepted in this spirit by the 
Church of every nation that has flourished during this period. 
Spain, and Portugal, and Holland, have alike received a great 
colonial empire, have assayed to carry out the propagation of the 
faith, and, notwithstanding some successes, ' having failed from 
shortcomings as a Church or as a nation, have severally lost their 
call for the work, and the power for its acoomplishment. 

We have been continued on our trial, and boast a larger colonial 
empire, a purer faith, and infinitely greater temporal appliances for 
carrying forward the great work which God has called His Church 
*to perform. It will be well for us to look back for awhile to some ^ 
of the first principles which guided the work during the two first 
missionary periods, and to the neglect of which, amidst some sue- 
cesses, may be traced many failures and shortcomings. In India, 
China, and Japan, we have to deal with an educated and intellectual 
race. In Africa, Borneo, and the Isles of the Pacific, vrith bar- 
barous tribes. The lessons to be derived from a consideration of 
the principles on which the Church worked among these diflferent 
classes will therefore be peculiarly useful to us. 

The first principle that meets us is the important one of gaining 
from those of the same nation the witness of a Christian life. 
This great principle of teaching by the example of the lives of our 
own people is clearly open to us, for as our Lord before His first 
coming had prepared a language and a people to give witness to 
the faith, and as the connexion of the first Gothic tribes with the 
Roman military colonies, and their relation again to the succeeding 
hordes of barbarians, paved the way for a common language, and 
to intermarriages (of which the mediaeval missionaries were not^ 
slow to avail themselves). So now we find our language knowi^ 
through a large extent of the commercial world, and our people 
settled like the Jews of old in all the chief colonies and cities (^ ' 
commerce. As Christ went first to the lost sheep of the house o^ 
Israel ; as St. Paul preached first in every synagogue, and sough ^ 
to make converts from the Jews or their Gentile proselytes, befor^ 
turning to the Gentiles, so should we always turn our attention 
first to our own people that, if not all, at least some, may sho^ 
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rth among the heathen, with whom they are brought in contact, 
le blessed light of a truly Christian life. 

Bishop Cotton's paper at York points out how God is thus pre- 
iring His way in India by the large influx of men of the middle- 
ass as supervisors of labour on the great railways, in the tea 
antations, and other works undertaken by us in that mighty 
npire. It is clearly a first duty to provide religious instruction 
►r these, lest they give a '^still more uncertain witness to Chris- 
anity, than those, who, coming from a higher class of our people, 
ave given during the years that are past. 
The importance of this teaching- by the living example of the 
ation coming to preach the Gospel is equally manifest in the 
istory of the mediaeval missions, for not only was the already 
/hristian Queen often instrumenlal in winning her own husband 
nd then her people to the faith of Christ, but the monastic 
stablishments, planted in the midst of the heathen, became so 
nany centres of Christian life, and by their example exercised a 
Qost beneficial influence in winning converts to the faith. But 
)eyond this each monastery was an inflrmary, and bear witness to 
ihe Christian law of love manifested in works of mercy. A care 
ibr the poor, preaching to the slave and all that were oppressed, 
ministering to their bodily wants and necessities as the surest way 
of winning their hearts, and teaching them to look and ask for the 
healing of their spiritual infirmities, after the example of Him 
'*who went about doing good, and healing all that were vexed of 
the devil/' (Acts x. 38.) 

And, next in order, I would refer to the principle of combined 
Action as opposed to individual work. It is embodied in the words, 
** And the Lord sent them, two and two before His face, into every 
city and place whither He Himself would come." (Luke x. 1 ; Matt. 
X. 1-15 ; Mark vi. 7.) I do not wish to ignore the immediate 
Messing of individual eflforts, for in our Lord's days he who cast 
out devils in Christ's name and yet followed not the Apostles, was 
^ot rebuked as they had expected ; and in the Acts we find ApoUos 
preaching, though knowing only the baptism of John. Again, in 
fie mediaeval missions, and in our own, we find records of much 
individual work blessed to individuals and to people in each par- 
ticular generation in which they laboured. And bishops of our 
own branch of Christ's Church, amidst all our divisions, can say 
f^ith St. Paul, " that Christ preached every way is a cause of joy." 
I^hil i. 15-18.) But history shows that such eff'orts, unless after- 
wards consolidated by the Church, seldom lead to any permanent 
Bsult. 

There is much more than at first appears in the sending them 
Ut two and two, and in Christ or His Church coming after to con- 
^Hn and make good the work that they had accomplished. By a 
^ference to Luke x. 1, Matt. x. 1-15, Mark vi. 7, it will be seen 
tiat our Lord not only sent out the Seventy two and two, but the 
Apostles also. And I cannot help thinking, if we could more com- 
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pletely analyse the character of the Apostles we should find tbal 
St. Peter's zeal and St. Andrew's more practical faith worked weD 
together. That there was more than the brother's tie that caused 
the two sons of Zebedee to be sent forth together. That Natha- 
naePs simple guileless faith may have helped, and been helped by, 
the more carefully weighing character of his fellow. But holy 
Scripture is full of this combined action, " that in the mouth of 
two or three witnesses every word may be established '* (Mattiviii. 
16); St. Paul, and Barnabas, and Mark ; St Paul and Silas, with 
Timothy and Luke, and at times many others. While the refer- 
ence to laity, male and female, in their ministry, the rules for 
deaconesses and the ministration of widows (1 Tim. iii, 2 Tim. y.9), 
all point to the Apostolic missions as a combined work, while the 
order of deacons, the ordaining elders in every church, and the 
bishoprics of St. Titus and St. Timothy, show the importance 
attributed to Church order and consolidation. 

Following very closely on the apostolic model we find in the 
mediaeval Missions great preachers going forth with a band of 
brothers, lay and clerical, followed frequently by the sister of the 
chief-missionary and a body of holy women, to aid in the work of 
converting the heathen, and always the consolidation of the work 
by the formation of bishoprics as they went on. So in A.n. 559, to 
quote again from MacClear, Columbanus went forth ; '^ he had no 
sooner reached the age of thirty, than selecting twelve companions, 
he bade farewell to his brethren and landed in Gaul. On the con- 
fines of the kingdom of Austrasia and Burgundy rose the wild and 
desolate range of the Vosges, and tribes of pagan Servians roamed 
over districts once colonised by Roman legionaries. Hither he 
determined to retire with his twelve companions. 

" What Roman industry had cultivated the sword of Attila had 
restored to solitude, and made once more the abode of the bear and 
wolf. At length a monastery arose amid the waste, within the 
boundary rose the humble cells of thatch and wattles, and con- : 
spicuously the Church, beside which was often the round tower | 
or steeple as a refuge in time of need. In fields reclaimed from 
desolation the seed was sown, and before long the brethren reaped 
the waving coin. Hundreds, moved by their mysterious life, 
flocked to listen to their religious instruction,^^ &c. 

Similarly, at a later period, A.D. 723, Winfrid, or St. Boniface, 
went forth from Crediton in Devonshire. I append two further 
extracts, one showing his mode of working, the other the material 
with which he worked. 

" Boniface knew of other and more efi'ectual weapons for winning 
over the hearts of the people to the Christian faith, than those 
which a system of compulsory conversion would have dictated. 
His monasteries were not only seminaries of sound learning, but 
industrial and agricultural schools, where the rude natives of 
Thuringia and Saxony could learn many of the primary and most 
useful arts of life. The native missionaries, whom the bishop sent 
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rth from these establishments, may not have learnt much beyond 
e most elementary truths, still what they knew they endeavoured 
practice. They had been taught themselves to repeat in their 
itive tongue, the form of Renunciation at Baptism, and the Con- 
ssion of Sins ; they could explain to the people, at least in some 
easure, the nature of the rite, and were directed to suflFer none to 
t as sponsors but such as could repeat the Creed and the Lord^s 
payer. In the Bishop they learnt to respect one who was an 
dent student of the Scriptures, and indefatigable in expounding 
em to the people. 

" But before long from Wimboum Minster, in Dorsetshire, came 
rth another relative of the Bishop, and the little family circle of 
ivoted missionaries was complete. Boniface had written to Tetta, 
bbess of Wimboum, requesting that Walpurga, Wumbald's sister, 
I well as any other of his countrywomen that might be willing, 
ight be sent out to share the work in Germany. Walpurga did 
Dt shrink from the perils of the enterprise. With thirty com- 
inions she crossed the sea, and after a joyful meeting with the 
JTchbishop proceeded to join her brother Wumbald in Thuringia, 
fld settled for a time in a convent beside him there ; afterwards 
le accompanied him to Heidenheim, in the wilds of Suevia, 
here they built a church, and after much difficulty a double 
lonastery for monks and nuns. The companions also of Walpurga 
efore long presided over similar sisterhoods.'' 
It seems also to have been a ruling principle of our Lord, and 
absequently of His Apostles, to preach in the great cities, and 
bough the Gospel was to be specially preached to the poor, and 
ot many great or many mighty were called, yet those among the 
onverts that were in a superior position were accepted and made 
means of furthering the work of Christ. In our Lord's day we 
nd Nicodemus, Joseph of Arimathea, St. Matthew, Zaccheus, 
ke owner of the Upper Room, the nobleman, the centurion ; and in 
be Apostles' time St. Barnabas ; St. PauJ, himself a Roman 
itizen, and using his position often as a defence against persecu- 
ions ; ^milius Paulus, Cornelius, Onesimus, Lydia, and those of 
Jaesar's household. Timothy and Titus were also men of some 
iote, and the advice to Timothy (1 Tim. iii. 7) that bishops should 
e well reported of them that are without, rather tends to show 
bat men of some worldly position among the converts were 
elected. Our Lord sends the Seventy to all the chief cities of 
udah, and preaches Himself at all the great gatherings at Jeru- 
Jem, as well as on the mountain-side and by the sea-shore ; and 
t. Chrysostom, in many of his homilies on the Acts, remarks of 
t. Paul, " That he passed by places of less importance, and every- 
Bere chose the chief cities to be the scenes of his most active 
lissionary exertions ; that from the cities, as from so many foun- 
ins of light, the Word might flow out over the whole surrounding 
strict." 
There are two other principles which are essentially connected. 
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The continuous daily worship of Gted in the time of the Apostles, 
and in all racdiccvarmissions^ formed a prominent part of the wit* 
ness to Christ among the heathen. And with that I think we may 
trace a great carefulness in the exposition of the truth to unbe- 
lievers. The two go together, because without the continuous 
witness of a daily public worship there would be a danger in 
teaching the truth by little and little, lest any part of it should be 
obscured. 

I would not in any way condemn even the indiscriminate circa- 
lation of God's Holy Word. The Old Testament was circulated 
through the Septuagint version previous to our Lord^s first Advent, 
and the mediaeval missionaries frequently took with them tranahr 
tions of parts of the Bible. Nevertheless, I can see nothing in 
history or in Holy Scripture to show that a bare circulation of 
God's Holy Word' in the different languages of the heathen is ia 
any way a substitute for the direct personal missionary work of the 
Church of Christ. The teaching of Holy Scripture is all the other 
way. " Neither cast ye your pearls before swine^ lest they trample 
them under their feet, and turn again and rend you." (Matt. vii. 6.) 
**And He did not many mighty works there because of their 
unbelief." (Matt. xiiL 58.) While one of the chief duties of Chrit- 
tian love is a carefulneas not to offend any, or to put a cause of 
oflFence in our brother's way. How careful is our blessed Lord's 
own teaching, even to the Apostles, only developing the truth ly 
degi'ees. To others in parables, that if they had faith they might 
understand, without risk of the awful punishment of resisting the 
truth when clearly put before them. In like manner St Pad 
says to the Corinthians, ^^ And I, brethren, could not speak unto 
you as unto spiritual, but as unto carnal, even as unto babes 
in Christ. I have fed you with milk, and not with meat: for 
hitherto ye were not able to bear it, neither yet now are ye able." 
(1 Cor. iii. 1, 2.) And in his mode of teaching he illustrates the same 
principles. To the Jews, disputing and arguing vrith them for 
days, before testifying that Jesus was the Christ (Acts xiv. 15-17)i 
and to the heathen at Lystra and at Athens (Acts xvii. 22-31i 
where, from the likeness of the framework of the two discourses, it 
would seem as if his teaching to the heathen was on a preconcerted 
plan. How careful is he, according to their knowledge, to draw 
them on without ofiFence to the acknowledgment of the truth. 
Nevertheless, all was revealed and made manifest to the Chiuch, 
so that the same Apostle could boldly say to some, " I have not 
shunned to declare unto you all the counsel of God" (Acts xx. 
27) ; but to the weak and unbelieving it would seem to have been 
carefully set forth, "line upon line, precept upon precept — ^here 
a little, and there a little.^^ (Isa. xxviii. 10.) And I cannot help 
thinking that the bald enunciation of the whole truth to the 
heathen, without due judgment and discrimination, is contrary to 
Apostolic practice, and often a hindrance to the acceptance of 
God's Holy Word. 
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There is one other point I would very briefly touch upon, 
rgested by 1 Cor. vii. 20, — "Let every man abide in the same 
iing wherein he was called/' If a slave he is the Lord's freed- 
tn. See also St. John Baptist's answer to the soldiers and 
lers, &c., and our Lord's statement that He came not to destroy 
5 law but to fulfil ; also the first Council (Acts xv. 19, 20). 
Als we find a great tenderness in the enunciation of the truth, 
t offence should be given, so there is a great tenderness not 

interfere with existing customs so far as is consistent Ivith a 
lief in Christ. Christianity is the greatest civilizer. Neverthe- 
8, Christianity is one thing and a great thing, and civilization 
another. 
For instance, there is a growing feeling that it is a mistake 

interfere with caste in India. It is held by some to be a 
rely civil distinction, little more than an exaggeration of caste 
long ourselves. If this be so, Christianity will of itself greatly 
Ddify it, and it will not be an essential part of Christianity to do 
^ay with caste, any more than it was by direct action to do away 
th slavery. In the mediaeval missions I fear they gave in too 
uch to the customs of the nations they sought to Christianize ; as 
>wever they succeeded in Christianizing them we may set it down 

a fault on the right side. I am sure we err if in our endeavour 

convert a nation we shackle the acceptance of the faith with any 
eal additions of our civilization, like the Missionary in India, 
ho insisted on his converts sitting on chairs, till a class-leader, 
>pealing against it, asked where the text of Scripture was to be 
►und which required men to perch like birds instead of sitting on 
le ground as men, or like the Missionaries of the Fejee Islands 
ho forbade their converts to bathe. 

There is a very common outcry against all missionary efforts on 
ccount of the so-called falling away of many of the first converts. 
Christianity is able to lead a man on unto all perfection, but there 
I no greater diflBculty than to induce the clergy or fathers of 
amilies to accept any level of morality below that to which they 
lave themselves attained, as one with which God in His mighty 
ondescension will permit the first workings of His Holy Spirit to 
Iwell. The whole teaching of the Gospel shows a greater tender- 
less to those that are without than we in our self-righteousness 
ire willing readily to yield. And yet what is the condescension 
teked of us to those less advanced in holiness than ourselves, 
compared with the daily condescension of the All-pure God to the 
ao-called perfections of His greatest saints. 

And now I would attempt to bring to bear upon our present 
position the teaching I have endeavoured to set before you from a 
Wstory of the past. In a review of Post-Reformation work three 
departures from Apostolic practice, and consequently three causes 
for the want of permanence in our work, are conspicuous. 
And first, the absence of the combined action of the Church to 

consolidate within her fold each successful inroad upon heathendom. 
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and tlie consequent prominence of individual effort The per»- 
Ycring zeal of Francis Xavier, animated as he was by a true \m 
for our blessed Lord, must^ notwithstanding the errors and mil- 
takes of his teachings have had a permanent effect ; if the Jesoiti 
had not kept all their missions to themselves as a distinct bodj, 
opposing all attempts of the Church with which they profesael 
communion, to consolidate and direct them. And similarly, Aidh 
deacon Grant remarks on the failure of many Protestant mission 
" The relapse into their former habits on the removal of the zeaba 
missionaries who first converted them, proves the inadequacy a 
enterprises conducted merely as individuals, apart from suck 
divinely ordered system as is provided in the Church, to transni 
the benefit they first impart, and to secure perpetuity to the woA 
of converting the heathen." 

And secondly, the neglect of a proper missionary education 
It is the fashion of some to plead that there is no fair com- 
parison between our works and those of the Apostolic times, * 
consequence of the miraculous gifts with which the Apostbi 
were '^endowed, but I for one cannot allow this as an exciuB 
for us. Our blessed Lord, though Very God, Son of the Father, 
was pleased to work among us as Perfect Man ; and before 
complain of the want of miraculous gifts, let us take heed lest ttai 
apparent limitation of the power does not arise from a want of 
faith in the principal or the recipient. And let us be sure thej 
are really necessary, for miraculous powers will not be given whac 
other means as effectual may be obtained with very little trouht 
Every missionary, before he considers he has a call to a particular 
mission, should either know the language or be sure he has the 
power of quickly acquiring it, and should be ready to avail him- 
self of all practical knowledge, and some amount of medical and 
surgical skill, which can now easily be obtained, and the studf 
for which to this end would be assuredly blessed by Gt)d's Holf 
Spirit. I 

And thirdly, I would notice the difference between our general ] 
mode of working and that of the two former periods. Many of onr ! 
so-called missionaries, though doing a good work for Christ, a» 
scarcely missionaries in the Apostolic sense of the word. Thef 
are rather the elders ordained in every Church to take care of the 
native converts till such time that a native ministry can be formed. 
The great leaders of missions, whether in the Apostolic or M&- 
diseval age, were not content to settle down in any one place, but 
were ever moving on to carry the Word further, returning firom 
time to time to build up the converts in the faith, and to form and 
set in order the new churches previously won to Christ. And I 
cannot but feel that now, especially in India, that two or more 
great missionaries, accompanied by a brotherhood and sisterhood> 
witnessing by their Christian lives to the power of the Gospel» 
moving on from one great city to another, and as they went o^ 
committing the care of the faithful to prominent men among thei^ 
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xiverts, would accomplish, under Grod's blessing, a mighty work, 
id follow closely the Apostolic model. 

Tn pausing to thank those whose books I have used in the com- 
lation of this paper, I am forcibly reminded of the great improve- 
ent which has taken place in our mode of conducting missions 
nee Archdeacon Grant's Bampton Lectures of 1845. In an 
ipendix he publishes the first appeal for the Colonial Bishoprics' 
and, and now we see the Church of England with daughter 
burches firmly settled in nearly all of our colonies, and with 
Any direct missions to the heathen consolidated by Church order, 
bile the foundation of St. Augustine^ s and similar Colleges in our 
ifierent colonies goes far to supply the wants of missionary 
'aining, and of education for a native ministry, which was so just 
cause far lamentation in 1845. 

We do not work single-handed now. The American Church 
[id our other daughter Churches are ready to enter with us into 
xe field, and the Church of Russia, for union with which we even 
ow yearn, is making great missionary efforts both in China and on 
tie confines of India. It will be the duty of the Church to pre- 
arve at home a pure and lively faith, for thus only can we hope 
bat from us may continue to go forth as hitherto fresh harbingers 
f the faith into the dark places of the earth. We must also ever 
»€ mindful to provide for the spiritual necessities of all Christian 
Qen going forth from our shores, that their light may shine 
kinong the heathen pure and true. And though we must be pre- 
lared to entrust to our daughter Churches, and to others in com- 
munion with us, the exclusive management of those missions to 
ilie heathen more immediately connected with them, it will still be 
>ur duty to supplement, if need be, by our alms the mission work 
U) which each Church is, more particularly called. 

On a review of the past work of the Church we can see at once 
man's weakness and God^s almighty power, teaching us that we 
aliould never despair. At the end of the first period the Church 
appears fully able to stand amidst the wreck of all worldly powers, 
tnough its faithful ones were comparatively few and faint-hearted. 
So again at the end of the second period we can see the ignorance, 
craelty, and idolatry, of the barbarous tribes supplanted by a 
Christianized and civilized Europe. Though the monasteries had 
become corrupt when their work was accomplished, and the Church 
lad lost much of her original purity from the lust of power and for 
temporal rule over the nations of Europe. 

Moreover all these works were accomplished in the midst of 
failures; there has ever been a Judas among the twelve; false 
teachers in the Apostles' days; Churches falling from the faith, 
either under Mahometanism, or from Arian or other heresies; 
while during the mediaeval period we find mission upon mission, 
though conducted on the best principles, abandoned like our own 
Mission to Central Africa, to be started again at a more propitious 
time. 
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And to the last, those liviDg at the time were not permitted to 
realise the accomplishment of the work lest they should take de 
glory of it to themselves. At the very time that Rome mi 
crumbling to its decay the faithful were expecting the end of tha 
world, and crying out, **How long, O Lord; how long/* Andn 
again Europe was made Christian^ and ripe to cast off the emn 
that had corroded the faith at the very time when thoughtful 
holy men were appalled at the amount of arrogance and corraptiai^ 
by which the Church was overspread, all tending to show ' 
God's work will be successfully accomplished, notwithstanding thej 
weakness of men. 

The history of the past may also lead us to expect still 
aid from human agencies in preparation for the work we have 
to accomplish, '' When the fulness of the Gentiles shall come in.' 
(Rom. xi. 25.) God's ancient people scattered over the whole 
are still a distinct nation, and may at any time be gat] 
together — '^ and if the casting away of them be the reconciling 
the world, what must the receiving of them be but life from 
dead ? '* (Rom. xi. 15.) Nevertheless, we must not forget that 
these mighty appliances for furthering God's work may be uai 
for the advancement of a great anti-Christian power, and we 
taught to believe that the powers of darkness will yet agam be 
stirred up for a greater and more deadly struggle against our Loil 
and King. And, as at the end of the two former periods the 
Church knew not that its given work was done, so now, when thi 
accomplishment of the great work to which we are called driwi 
nigh, our hearts may be failing us for fear, and all the faithful mij 
be looking anxiously for the time when He shall appear who shill 
consume that wicked one " with the Spirit of His mouth, td 
destroy with the brightness of His coming." (2 Thess. ii. 8.) 

May God of His mercy bless the efforts of our Church in all 
lands, where we are called to labour, before that day of trial comtf 
that, as it has pleased Him hitherto to preserve her as at once 1 1 
bulwark against Protestant ^ Infidelity and Romish Error, so sto j 
may be a refuge in all quarters of the earth to which the faithfol | 
may flee from either extreme, when, under the subtle persecution 
of the great enemy of souls, the different forms of belief ifl 
which they have worshipped may fail them in their time of 
need. Amen. 

^ This expression was not intended to reflect upon our Koneonfonnist brethieUi 
for hitherto the presence of the Church of England in their midst has acted as a-bol- 
wark for the faith. There is, however, no doubt that much of the Protestantism 
of the Continent has already gone from the faith. And there are even now many 
earnest men among our Nonconformists at home, who dread a drifting away from 
essential verities. 
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The Rev. Charles Marson (Incumbent of Christ Church, Bir- 
lingham) read the following Paper : — 

It is well that " Church Missions " still keep their place among 
^6 subjects discussed by each succeeding Congress. Thoughtful 
Christians watch anxiously the ebb or flow of the tide of public 
i.terest in Missions, rightly judging it to be a sure indicator of a 
eclining or a reviving Church. Are our Church Missions success- 
tdf Ought we to take courage or to despond f 

What fluctuations of opinion there are from time to time on these 
nestions I Now we are sanguine, now depressed, and often, in 
Moth cases, without due cause. Possibly at present a more de- 
ponding tone prevails. At all events both enemies and feeble 
riends unite in the cry that our Missions are little more than 
isulures, our propagation of the Gospel unsuccessful, and '^ that 
rhich wanteth in the weight of their speech, is supplied by the 
tptness of men's miiids to accept and believe it." 

I venture respectfully to submit a few reasons for encouragement, 
lad then a few suggestions of a practical kind. 

I. Before we look abroad, we must glance at the Church at 

kome. " For the young shoots budding into life in the midst of 

heathendom depend for sap and nurture on the parent tree." ^ Is 

ftere no encouragement to be drawn from the fact that never since 

the days of the Keformation has this, *' the Church's first great 

duty," been so solemnly recognised or so strenuously attempted as 

•t present? With a few exceptions, what was the Missionary 

language of our Churchmen of the sixteenth and seventeenth 

centuries? " Divines do commonly resolve the case of the infidel 

iiations of the world to be this," says Richard Baxter in 1665, 

"that they are inexcusable in their infidelity, because when they 

lear that other nations profess to know the way to heaven, they do 

Hot in so great a case go over sea and land to inquire after the 

doctrine which we profess." And so " the Tartarians, Indians, and 

other nations are bound to send to Christian nations for preachers 

of the Gospel." ^ Alas I for the Church when " cases " are resolved 

in this fashion I Such casuistry must needs quench every spark of 

Missionary enterprise. 

A century later, is there a better tone ? We find indeed the 
two incorporated societies in existence, but exhibiting few and 
feeble signs of life. "The wise and rational part of the Christian 
ministry," says an influential writer, " find they have enough to do 
at home. No man of moderation and good sense can be tound to 
>erform this (Missionary) work ; and if no other instruments 
-emain but visionary enthusiasts, some doubt may be honestly 
aised whether it is not better to drop the scheme entirely.'' * 

" We cannot doubt the Christian's duty to spread the Gospel," 

1 Bishop Cotton, Calcutta Charge, 1868. 

« " Directions for Weak Christians," XI. Direction. 

» Edinfmrgh JUview, 1808. Art. : " Indian Missions." 
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says a good Churchman in 1809| '' notwithstanding Major Scott- 
Waring's assurance that Bishop Horselej considered our Lord's 
injunction to be obsolete — that such was the universal opinion in 
1781^ and that this opinion was established by a vote of the Honae 
of Commons." ^ Tlie same writer adds, " There is ability and then 
is learning in the Church of England, but its age of fermentatioi 
has long been over, and that zeal which for this work is the mart 
needful is, we fear, possessed only by the Methodists. . . . They only 
are numerous enough, zealous enough, enthusiastic enough, to 
furnish adventurers for such a service, and wealthy enough to 
support the charge of such expensive undertakings." 

r^ow I do not for one moment pretend to affirm that we han 
even yet brought home to our hearts and consciences our duty to 
the heathen, or have as a Church made efforts at all commensiunto 
with our opportunities ; but I ask. Would such language be tolerated 
now ? Contrast only the tone of the address put forth three dajli 
ago by the seventy-six English, Colonial, Stbtch, and America; 
Bishops, in which " the duty of setting forth the Gospel to nn-; 
believers and the heathen " is so emphatically urged as anevidenal 
" that we are indeed the servants of Him who died for us." Think 
of the large and increasing support given to our great Missionaiy 
Societies (S.P.G. 91,184Z.; C.M.S. 150,356t), though every yew 
almost some new society for Missions is started, or some net 
Colonial Bishop^s fund oriffinated. Think of the many parishes in 
town and country which have their Missionary Associations as a 
matter of course, and in which the cause of Missions is more or le* 
deeply rooted. Some years ago ^ it was calculated that 20,000t of 
the income of the C.M.S. is received in small sums from the poor, 
and 6,000Z. from the pence of children, and that probably 600,000 
contributors, whose names are never printed, supply their weekly 

Eence or farthings to this work. Think again of Associations * for 
ipecial Prayer, for the success of Missions in our Universities and 
amongst the Churches at home and abroad — a thing unheard of some 
years back. May we not take courage from these considerations? 
Inadequate as our efforts are to the solemn responsibilities incurred 
by us, still we cannot look back on times past and compare the 
Church at home then with the Church at home now, and not see 
abundant reason for thankfulness and hope. 

Is not the Church, too, more thoroughly in earnest on this and 
other points ? more impatient of what has been well called " a 
miserable state of half exertion, a frozen respectability which 
cannot give life and cannot long keep life ? ^' * Is not the ministerial 
standard higher? More work and better work is demanded of 
Bishops and clergy, and a man's theological school is considered 
of less moment than the reality of his personal character. Though 

^ R. Southey in Quarterly Review^ 1809 (pp. 216, 222). 

2 Lt.-Col. M. Hughes, Liverpool Conference on Missions, 1860 (p. 80). 

^ Eev. Dr. Hessey, Manchester Congress, 1863 (p. 239). 

* Bishop of Oxford, York Congress, 1866 (p. 92). 
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iis may act for a time as a check on the supply of candidates for 
iriers, it is no bad omen for the days to come. Earnestness and 
piritual life are not indeed identical ; but is it too much to believe 
lat in a day of conflicting opinions and most unhappy divisions 
ere may yet be more individual consecration to, and union with, 
brist our Lord, more of the work of the Divine Spirit in men's 
tarts and lives, than ever before? This longing for Christian 
lion, of which so much is now spoken — if it he only union on the 
«i8 of Gospel Truth — is no bad sign for the future of the Church ; 
rtainly one of the best of all signs for the future of Church 
issions. 

But let us turn our eyes from the Church at home to the 
ission-field abroad. Is the view one that ought to encourage or 

depress us ? 

Assuredly a glance at our well-known Missionary map of the 
Jrld is not inspiriting. Few and faint are still the specks of 
fht — the solitary tinkling of a watchfire here and there amid 
B darkness of a starless night. And if we examine particular 
issions in detail, there is much to disappoint and sadden ; New 
ialand, for instance, presenting a curious modem parallel to an 
i Jesuit Mission in Paraguay in its strange fanaticism, its 
tiguinary warfare, and the martyrdom of one of its Missionaries.^ 
asy it is to multiply cases of apparent failure and draw despond- 
g conclusions. Let us, however, try to take a fair view of the 
ork as a whole, and, mindful of the past as we survey the present, 
e may surely look hopefully to the future. 

Never let us forget how recent all Church Missions to the 
Mithen are : how few and isolated the Missionaries, and how brief 
leir average term of labour. Our oldest Mission, the West 
frican, began but sixty years ago ; the East Indian and New 
ealand Missions ten years later. A bad, wild, long neglected 
h1 is not soon brought under cultivation, and all efforts appear to 
3 of less effect in proportion to the greater need there is for them. 
.nd when the work of hundreds, evfen thousands, is attempted by 
vos or threes, and the supply of even these is uncertain and 
actuating — when the average length of Missionary service is so 
lort (in India from six to nine years, in East and West Africa 

* "Some of the more ambitious Indians, observing and emulating the power 
hich these Fathers acquired by their preaching, set up for themselves as prophets 
id Anti-christs, and attempted to blend the ancient superstitions of their country, 
ith the more sin^ar and attractive features of the new doctrine. Three instances 
e given in whicn individuals assumed the name of the Almighty, and, on their 
m authority, threatened the converts with fire from heaven if they did not forsake 
eir new guides. One of these impostors applied the doctrine of the Trinity to 
mself and two associates, of whom ne spoke as his emanations, and consubstantial 
th Mm. Some of the ancient conjurors, finding their craft in danger, betook them- 
!ves to new and more interesting ceremonies — sacrifices on the tops of mountains, 
th a perpetual fire, oracles, relics, and female votaries ; others, more bold and 
igainary, had recourse to open war ; and one of the Reductions (as the new villages 
re called) was the scene of a ma,ssacre and of the martyi*dom of a Jesuit. " — Quarterly 
view, Oct. 1817 (p. 114). See Southey's "History of Brazil," vol. il pp. 282, 
1—299. 
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from four to five years, and in other places varying with the climate 
and the kind of work) — can we wonder that results seem scanty? 
In these days of speed and movement we are more than ever im- 

f)atient of slow processes — forgetting that expectations must be 
imited by the means we use ; forgetting, too, that Grod's greatest 
works are slow and noiseless. The gourd that gladdens the self- 
seeking prophet springs up in a night ; for the golden harvest, the 
farmer has " long patience. ' *' I once heard of a clever gardener," 
John Newton said to Henry Martyn, " who could raise a salad for 
his master in a day ; but the Lord does not raise oaks in this way." ^ I 
" But what enormous sums of money have been spent I " Trae:§ 
the income of our two great Missionary Societies is about half the 
cost of a ship-of-war, rather more than the amount of our annual tax 
on dogs, and about the same as the annual tax on carriages, or men- 
servants. Probably all the money spent on Missions by the Chuni ti 
of England since the Reformation might amount to one year's (% a 
on spirits, wine, malt, hops, and tobacco ; — ^ptit in the sugar dutiei 
and you would cover all Dissenting missionary work as well Oar n 
Indian Mutiny cost us more than the sum total of every Religii 
Society from the beginning ; and the cost of all Societies, religi< 
or educational, has never reached yet the expenses of our war wilfcj 
Russia. We may well reply, however, in the words of Bishow 
Colenso : " We care not to make much defence for the expnditBHJ 
of considerable sums of money upon Missions. It is not the oul 
of some thousand guineas, or the expenditure of noble energies, 
even the sacrifice of noble lives, that is worth being made so mi 
of in this matter. Neither is it to be expected in missionary w 
any more than in political, military, or naval, that no pound W( 
be spent unprofitably, for want of eocperience ; no money l^t 
mismanagement, or thrown away on unsuccessful efforts or inei 
labourers." ^ There is much unfairness in this way of judging of 
results of Missions. Is the end worthy of a lavish outlay ? 
we justified in believing, on the whole, that the money is 
conscientiously, and not in vain ? 

It has been said, that next to facts, statistics are of all things 
most unreliable. It is hard indeed to furnish them on this qu( 
and I will not burden you with them now. But compare the ^ 
sent state of our Colonial Churches with what was their condiJ 
sixty years ago. Can you see no progress ? Think of ihefdi 
Missions sixty years ago — not a heathen brought to Christ — noil 
missionary sent — not a church built — ^not a school opened — ^not 
effort made heyond — I had almost said, w^^iw— the limits. pf I 
British rule. Do you see no progress now ? Think of the sounds 
praise and prayer that rise each Sunday from the lips' of thofif6 
worship God after our Church forms, who listen to our own Chi 
pastors ! — the North American Indian, the Hindoo, the .African, -.^. 
South Sea Islander, the Chinese — congregations gathered &om iK 

1 Journal and Letters of Rev. fl. Martyn, April 25, 1806. 
a Lecture before the Anthropological Society, 1865, 
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indSy and all climates, and all languages ! Think of the many 
Lousand children who are trained up carefully in our faith — a third 
sneration, many of them, inheritors of a Christian family tradition. 
hink of the settled Churches under the Bishops of our own coni- 
lunion, and these increasing year by year. Is this all hollow and 
ureal — a mere delusion — or is the work to which these things bear 
itness a living proof that, notwithstanding all our past and present 
.ns and shortcomings, God is still with us of a truth ? 
The three most encouraging features of our modern Church 
lissions are (1) The wide extension of their area ; (2) Self-support- 
iff Churches, and a rapidly-increasing native ministry ; (3) The 
idirect influence of their Christianity upon the heathen around. 

(1) The ntumbet' of new Missionary stations established, and new 
penings taken advantage of, within the last ten years, is a surprising 
^tore of modem Mission work. This specially applies to the 
'hurch Missionary Society, but is true of all. It seems as if Grod 
rere blessing the work done, by giving us, after His manner, yet 
lore work to do. In one year alone, seven-and-twenty applications 
^ere made to one Society (C.M.S.) by pious laymen abroad to 
>und new Missions ; and I rejoice to see by their last Report, that 
be S.P.G. have appointed a committee "to consider the whole 
lissionary field from a purely spiritual point of view, to discover 
nd take advantage of the openings in heathendom that God is 
laking for them." ^ 

(2) Self ' supporting Churches and a native ministry furnish 
Dother ground of hope. To those familiar with the details, the 
ivance beyond the first stage of Missions which self-support 
nplies, seems very marked. A healthier tone, more independent 
ction, and attempts at self-extension, begin already to characterise 
!ie African and Indian Churches where this principle is established. 
H the development of a native ministry, and its rapid growth 
llroughout the Missions within the last ten years, there can be no 
nestion. Tears ago, it was regarded as an experiment to be cau- 
Lously entered upon with a long Diaconate and a European Bishop. 
?he native clergy now form a large and influential body. We find 
hem in North America, New 2iealand, India, Ceylon, China, — 
bove all, in Africa. It is the proud boast of the Church Missionary 
Society, that she has supplied from the ranks of her native 
lissionaries the first native African Bishop ; and if another 
^an- Anglican Synod should ever again be summoned, beyond all 
nestion other races than the Anglo-Saxon will be called to take 
heir part in it. 

■ (3) The indirect effect of Missions on the heathen around is another 
opeful sign. It is, indeed, still but too true, as the President of 
lie Bramo Somai at Calcutta last year reminded us, that ** Jesus 
as been and is dishonoured, and the true spirit of His religion lost 
pon the natives, through the recklessness of a host of nominal 
ihristians ; that Christ's Church is in danger, and Christ is crucified 
1 S.P.G. Report, 1866. 
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teaching. The Indian Mutiny brought out this fact beyond 
diction; the internal wars in Africa and New Zealand have 
it; the native newspapers of India confirm it. This influ 
India, combined with the intellectual enlightenment which ( 
>'J J ment education has introduced, has rendered the educated c 

promising field of Missionary labour. Light has thus br< 
upon the thick darkness. In the eloquent language of Sir '. 
Edwardes : * Where have they got the light ? From tht 
tapers which Missionary Societies have kept flickering i 
scattered Mission homes for sixty years, amidst darkness, 
ragements, and scorn. Missions in India ' (yes ! and MissiG 
where too) ' have begun to tell. God grant that we may 8 
}M triumph in our day ! ' " ^ 

* II. I would venture to offer one or two brief practical sug 
in conclusion. 

(1) Think of " the immense influence of tndwidtial ene 
^^•y. \ personal character in this work." * We talk of Church Missi< 

mean Missions that individual zeal and self-denial have stai 
J.. still alone support. Let each clergy man and layman make Mi 

^rj.l work his personal concern^ and we shall soon cease to hear c 

* "J comings in this matter. Men talk of dry, dull meetings^ uj 

\ the decline of the Missionary spirit, and rail at Societies, an< 

1j over the state of the Church. But what is it you do 1 

things better f Is the world to be converted by guinea a 
tions, sermons and speeches heard or uttered annually, 
languid interest you may happen to manifest in the subjec 
When Elliot, the Indian Missionary, in the seventeenth 
had mastered the intricacies of the Indian grammar, he v 
the last leaf of the book, " Prayer and pains, through faith i: 
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sarly heresies, he did so, but told him to beware of one of the worst, 
lot mentioned in the book at all — " the dawdling heresy." No 
leresy so ruinous as this. 

(2) Cultivate a catholic spirit (in the best sense of that much- 
ibnsed word) regarding Missions. " Look not every man at his own 
hings, but every man also at the things of others." Let the great 
lame of Christian overshadow even the name of Churchman, much 
nore the petty names of High or Low Churchman. Mutual igno- 
mnee has a great deal to do with mutual feelings of hostility, and 
letter acquaintance is sure to make men better friends. " Each 
iiissionary Society," said Cecil, in his sermon before the Church 
Hissionary Society, '' is our natural ally." Let us, then, be better 
4sqTiaintea. Isolation is the bane of the Church of England ; each 
dear is apt to become the lonely king or pope of his own parish, 
iaid to concern himself little with those around him. Like the 
owns in Egypt, when the Nile rises over the land, parishes, sections, 
ikrties, rise up like islands with a flood of cold water between them. 
i)iie' man would not be found with the C.M.S. for worlds ; another 
bels out of place with the S.P.G. They know nothing of, and 
«re nothing for, the work of others. What folly is this ! Cling 
U ardently as you please to your own convictions; but let the 
^irit of Christ teach you sympathy even with those who follow not 
^th you. 

(3) Acquaint yourselves with Missionary details ; they are the 
Del to keep bright the flame of Missionary zeal. Some read all that 
p said agaxnst Missions, but little or nothing of what is said for them : 
bd even the most appear to think that ignorance of Mission work 
% the only ignorance that is excusable. Others complain that 
Iiissionary details are uninteresting : may it not be from their want 
if sufficient interest in the subject? A speaker at the Liverpool 
^omference on Missions ingenuously confessed that " until he began 
Ik read the Missionary publications he had always regarded them as 
jumteresting." ^ Is not this the case with many more? At all 
t^ents, we may rest assured that, in Missionary literature, as in 
Bie r things, a larger demand will always famish a better supply. 
IHien the Church berins more thoroughly to interest herself in 
Shmch Missions, much more will be said about them, and said 
iiiich better. 



ADDEESSES. 

Aeohdbaoon Gbant. — I most heartily concur in the grounds of encouragement and 
mgratnlation which the last speaker has mentioned, and will take upon me to name 
fhrtiier ground for congratulation for the past, and hopefulness for the future, in the 
dication we have of a gradual return to apostolic practice in the conduct of this 
lemn work. And in this respect I venture to express my own sentiments, and not 
lie only, but those of others who have more right to be heard — that we have diverged 
m the model of those primitive times, when, commencing from the Day of Pente- 
(t, the Boman empire was gradually gained over to the faith. (Cheers.) And in 

1 Rev. T. Green, p. 77. 



oppres-cd the Christians of Europe, but also Bome of those foundations wl 

Jt -J laid in primitive and apostolic practice. Permit me to name but a few of th 

t 1 cannot fail, I think, to discern in the missionary work of the heave 

I ' Apostle of the Gentiles, who should be our great model and exemplar, these 

I other features. 1. How on his proclaiming as Christ's ambassador the ki 

i'l^} heaven, he straightway baptized and gathered into an infant communi 

K .* ' whose hearts were touched to cleave to him; and at the earliest possible 

j/ ^ set apart amongst these so gathered into the Church, Presbyters and Ik 

^., ' guide and train the weaker and less instructed members. 2. And, again 

his announcement of the Gospel he urged first those simple facts on i 

whole truth, the whole faith of the Church, rest — the Incarnation, the Resun 

Christ — and yet, at the same time, was wont to recognise and take as th 

ground of his own teaching those points of religion^ natural or natic 

swayed those heathen minds, employing their terms, and as it were expoi 

them in it« divine fulness what they already dimly and imperfectly acki 

and confessed. Have these principles been so observed as they should h 

especially in such a country as India, in which a considerable amount ol 

tion may be supposed to have rendered it capable of being so treated ? (Che< 

not the polity ordained by Christ Himself for the gathering in and build 

His people been overlooked; nay, in some cases, repudiated 1 Has not the S 

of Baptism been systematically deferred and disowned as the initiatory rit 

the convert is brought into the fold within which he should receive his trai 

be endued with strength to persevere, and thus been treated as the end ins 

the beginning of Christian discipline 1 Has not, in consequence of this 

sibility of an efficient native ministry been too much hindered ? Have no 

been viewed as dependents on foreign teachers rather than members oi 

Church 1 Has not Christianity been regarded as an exotic, or an Europea 

tion ; and those jealousies, which the noble Bishop Cotton refers to so 

'} ' '.■•i between native converts and the missionaries been permitted to grow then 

'' = ■ * not that auspicious period been too long delayed, for which the same admi 

wise prelate longed for, when he said, ** We wish the native Christians t< 

jjij: J the duty of making their countrymen Christians falls, humanly speaking, < 

r.'^^'^'l on them ; that this &ir land of India is their native country, not ours ; tha 

M^- 1 should be near, when these episcopal sees, multiplied twenty-fold, are oc 

? J /Indian prelates." (Cheers.) That we English bishops are only the foreig 

'r^M tines and Theodores, to be followed, I trust, by a goodly succession of nativi 

/ J and Langtons.*' (Cheers.) And we may indeed ask, why it is, and ha 

*'J long (after above 100 yeare— or say 60 years — culture), delayed 1 So aga: 

y^'M TTiAthad ofimnartinar the truth. alr^B.dv referred to. too commonlv miRAinn: 
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roamed mode of mailing known the truth is almost universally adopted 
the common method of simply denouncing idolatry, where idols are held in 
»ur at all, and an entire disregard of those deep moral truths, and the sacred 
sonship amongst the Chinese, on which, one might suppose, St. Paul would 
id build the principles of spiritual life, and the call to become sons of God. 
) But I stay : should it please God that, under His blessing, our missionaries 
in evangelizing the heathen nations, I venture to think that it will be by a 

conformity with that pattern of primitive practice I have designated. It 
by a closer recognition of that divine polity whereby souls are gathered to their 
id the members of His body are trained, from the first bursting of awakened 
nd faith in the heart to the formation of the Christian life. It will be by 
n truth being developed, on the great facts of the Gospel, according to the 
)f distinct nations or races, tinged it may be by the strong moral or religious, 
mental characteristics which distinguish each of them generally. It will be 
} passing as quickly as possible into Churches, and not held in dependence 
reign associations of Christians, however disinterested and self-denying. It 
by such Churches becoming indigenous and national, bound to others by the 
isterly equality and of Christian love. We may, I hope, take to ourselves 
ry, and even, in some sort, a witness of this in the august assembly of 
just solemnized amongst us. (Cheers.) We have an augary of the faith 
livered to the saints being maintained, and made the basis of Christian 
lion. We have an augury of essential unity existing unbroken with diversity 
m, and it may be variety of ecclesiastical development, in things indifierent 
it lead, as we pray God it will, not merely to systematic co-operation of all 

of our communion in the great work of planting out among the nations of 
2^om of God,— and amongst ourselves, to greater unity of action, by the for- 
of a Board of Missions, — ^we may trustfully regard it as an augury of the 
it of that glorious epoch, touchingly expressed by that Christian Paul of our 
lently taken to his rest, — when it may be said : — 

** The flashing billows of the south 
Break not upon so lone an isle 
But thou, rich vine, art grafted there, 
The fruit of life or death to bear ; 
Yielding a surer witness! every day 
To thine Almighty Ruler, and His stedfast sway." (Loud cheers.) 

Bishop of Capetown, to welcome whom the entire audience rose and cheered 
istically, spoke thus :— I have been invited to speak about the missions of the 
and have been left to choose for myself the point of view from which I shall 
them, i select those features which appear to me to be most important at 
ent moment, and most to need discussion. Let me for a few minutes direct 
ention to questions affecting first, our organization at home ; and next, our 
ktion abroad; our dangers and deficiencies as regards each; the true remedy 
1 ; the steps already taken, or which yet remain to be taken, against the evils 
hreaten us. And first, as to home operations and organization: I think 
y one who regards as a looker-on the really earnest and great endeavours of a 
id devoted portion of our people for the advancement of our Lord's truth and 
n abroad cannot fail to be struck with the disconnected and desultory nature 
ystem, whether for raising funds at home, or for sending forth missions to , 
lands. We have great and noble institutions for the spreading of the Gospel, 
ead of which are the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel, and the Church 
ary Society; to which may be added the Society for the Conversion of the 
le Colonial Church Society, with other smaller associations, in support of par- 
oaissions or particular dioceses. These all are the result of individual zeal, and 
I energy, within the Church,— the Church herself having never, as yet, in this 
, taken upon herself the direction of her own missionary operations. Doubt- 
le advantages have arisen from our existing inorganic action. There has been 
room for the play of individual minds, and the carrying out of particular views 
jard to missions. Perhaps the freedom offered for giving practical effect to 
ews has enlisted greater enthusiasm and zeal than would have been otherwise 
. But, if this be so, it cannot be doubted that there have been also accom- 
j evils ; that party spirit has been fostered thereby, — that we lose in many 
' not having united counsels at home in the conduct of our missions, and by 
ence of regular communications between the several organs for conducting 
Now, no one who knows anything of the state of feeling in this country can 
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medium of communication between the mother Church and the Bishop 
Church in distant lands, through means of which they might derive assistance ii 
sideration and settlement of those many and difficult questions with which 
brought face to face. 1 allude not only to such critical and important que 
have beset the Church in South Africa of late years, but such matters as th 
away of all wives but one before baptism, and other very serious questions c 
with marriage, the mode of admission of catechumens, services for catechum< 
nation of natives, the office of Deacons or Sub-deacons, employment of c 
readers — questions upon which the matured convictions of a body of well-lear 
who had given time and thought to the subject, would be of the very great 
Almost all other religious bodies have their organization for missionary 
established by themselves, and deriving their authority from the body. It is &< 
Church of America — with the Congregationalists of that country, who haveth 
of Missions. It is so with the Wesleyans in this country. Why should the < 
England be without an organization from which others feel that they der 
advantages] (Cheers.) I am glad to find that the subject has been broug 
the Lower House of the Convocation of Canterbury, and favourably enter 
that body. Next, as to work and organization abroad : As we have advai 
kind of internal development to our present imperfect and complicated i 
home, so in like manner has it been with the Churches which we have fo 
distant lands. They have been left, without counsel or direction from th 
Church, to grope their way towards that organization and order which are es 
their life ; and they have suffered much in their efforts for want of the supp 
the voice of authority at home would have given to those who have been call( 
a lead in the work of organization. The last thirty years have been yej 
greatest importance to the mission work of the Church of England abroad, 
that period the greater number of our sees have been founded, — the princip 
nnderlie all sound Church action have undergone a searching discussion,— cc 
arrived at, not always sound, and which may hereafter greatly embarrass cl 
their development. Amidst all our difficulties, however, no irremediable 
seem to have been committed by even the weakest and least instructed br 
i"? i,' J] our communion, chiefly, I believe, because the broad principles laid down in 

^!^'^ letters patent, which are, in the main, true, and based upon^the Canons of tb 

liave been adhered to. The Letters Patent have, in my judgment, not been an 
6vil. They were drawn up with the very best intentions. They were i 
*iJi accordance with the Church's own supposed laws. They served as a guide U 

^*X cerned in the founding of infant Churches, and were, in many ways, a support 

It has been decided that in almost every respect they are invalid in law ; 
Crown exceeded its DOwers in issuine: them. They served their purpose f 
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for the truth, by depriying it one after another of all the articles of the faith — (cheers) 

^for to this we will not submit, and any attempt to force it upon ns would issue only 

in open division. (Loud cheers.) The great mistake will not, I trust, be made of 

•atabUshing two sorts of Colonial Churches — one in Crown colonies, under letters 

Mktent, clothing the bishops with a legal and coercive jurisdiction ; the other in colonies 

IiaTing local legislatures of their own, where everything shall be purely voluntary, and 

~ aiU jorisdiction be consensual and by compact. Endless confusion will arise if such a 

double system be adopted. You may have in the same province, as at this time in 

Booth Africa, dioceses existing under each of these very different conditions. If you 

do not want to encourage dissension, and create and perpetuate divisions, you must 

letve the distant churches of the empire to connect themselves with each other and 

irltii the mother Church, as they will do, by spiritual ties— by rules, laws, constitu- 

4l«Dfl^ canons, call them what you will— enacted in Synods, with this only essential 

porinciple of universal obligation, for the guidance of all, that the authority of the 

uferior Synod is, and must ever remain, subordinate to that of the higher. That the 

^ Uoeesau is, as the Canons enjoin, liable to be overruled by the Provincial — the Pro- 

^j, Tbcial by the National, or, as hereafter our Synods may include more nations than 

fliv««0— the General ; the Qeneral by the (Ecumenical. (Cheers.) Let this principle be 

[ C«mlly recognised ; let the union of the Churches of our communion throughout the 

^, IWrld be based upon it, and we shall have adopt§,d a system which has already stood 

ttetest of ages, which was the recognised system of the Church from primitive times 

to the great division between the East and West in the eleventh century, which is a 

Iketter bond of union than a thousand Acts of Parliament ; which would, had it been 

U sher ed to, have preserved Christendom to this day in unity. The chief hindrance to 

tke Church's sound and complete organization in the colonies, to its future unity, and 

t«the due subordination of its several branches, to the central authority of which I 

llife spoken, appears to me to arise out of that clinging to statute law which the 

.dntghter Churches have inherited from the mother Church. All other religious com- 

XBuiities in the colonies manage their afiairs perfectly well without troubling the 

l^latures of their respective countries, and there seems to be no reason why the 

Gnnrches of our communion should not do the same ; for the civil courts, I believe, in 

VKKt if not in all of these countries, are disposed to deal quite fairly with the Church, 

aid only require that the rules and regulations which it shall frame shall be clear, 

pecise, well-defined, and that it should not be left to the court to discover what our 

UiB are, how much or how little of English Ecclesiastical Law is suited to our circum- 

itonces, and applicable to cases brought before it. It appears to me that, while no 

tdTtntage whatever is to be gained by obtaining an Act of Parliament which shall 

gWe the force of law to the conclusions of our Synod?, very considerable evil may and 

^ in the long run result from the adoption of such a course. Let me illustrate my 

aiMning by what is actually passing in one group of colonies. The colonies of Mew 

^ L South Wales, Van Diemen's Land, Victoria, Adelaide, Perth, Queensland, have, I 

^ . Wieve, all their separate local legislatures. There are four dioceses in New South 

Wile^ one in each of the others. These nine dioceses constitute one province under 

tfce Bishop of Sydney as Metropolitan. They constitute one province, if the intentions 

of the founders and of the Crown are to be observed, as much as the dioceses of the 

province of Canterbury constitute a province. If the Canon law of the Church —nay, if 

the very constitution of the Church of Christ is to be perpetuated amidst the nascent 

nttions of that rising continent — if unity is to be maintained amongst its several 

Ghmrchefl and with the mother Church, it would seem that these great blessings can 

only be secured by the due and regular subordination of the inferior Synod to the 

lothority of the higher. But how is this to be secured, if each diocese applies to its 

loeal legislature for an act empowering its Synod to legislate, without control of higher 

Synods, for its own people, and thereby give the full force of law to its proceedings, 

there being no general legislature in that continent to give legal effect to the decisions 

of the higher — i,e. the Provincial Synod ; or, again, any popsibility of obtaining from 

the Imperial Parliament an Act which shall give to the National Synod a power above 

both the Provincial and the Diocesan Synod] Practically, will not the effect be, that 

each diocese so fortified by an act of the local legislature may become an independent 

Ghnrch, with legal powers which no higher Church authority can govern or restrain] 

And will not thereby the unity of the Churches be endangered ] Nay, it would seem 

that by thus leaning on the external aid of parliaments, general and united action of 

the Churches of our Communion in Australia is already impeded, —Melbourne and Van 

Diemen's Land with the aid of their parliaments, Adelaide without such aid, acting 

alone ; and Sydney, Newcastle, Goulbum, and Grafton and Armidale having obtained 

an Act which, I believe, enables these four dioceses to legislate for themselves as a 
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prorinco ; their decUionR, however, having no effeot in the other dioceses, ui( 
m no way binding upon them. I cannot but think that this sort of develop 
our Colonial Churches may be followed by evil conRcqaenoea ; and I do not 
believe that the difficulties which are likely to result would have arisen if the 
had appointed a l>oard, or council, for the direction of its missionary operatio 
which tiie Bishops and Synods of the churches in our colonies might have cc 
catcd in the foundation or formation of their ecclesiastical system ; and I am p 
that even now these evils which 1 apprehend may be arrested, or restrained. 
speedy formation of such a council. I venture to think that the course jast 
by the Synod of the diocese of Grahamstown indicates a more healthy and si 
of organization for Colonial Churchefs — for their subordination to and union 
mother Church, — than that of parliamentary legislation. The ecclesiastical 
of South Africa extends over five governments. For one of these dioceses to 
parliament for an Act to give legal effect to its conclusions, would be to ma^ 
tuaily independent of the province, and of the mother Church. The Synod 
and moved l>y a true Church spirit, and a desire to claim for itself only that sal 
authority which the laws of the Church assign to the Diocesan Synod, it does 
contemplate any application to parliament to give it l^al powers. Whai 
amidst the doubts thrown by the late legal decisions upon its own position, as 
within a province, is to say that it accepts the position in which it has hithe 
as one of the dioceses of the province of South Africa, of which Capetow 
remains, the metropolitan see. " That it is desirable that a Provincial Sync 
bo held at an early period, and that the Metropolitan be requested to conv 
a Synod as soon as convenient.*' "That whereas the mutual relations of] 
Provincial, and National Synods is not clearly defined, the Synod ret 
requests the Bishop to bring the matter before the Congress of English a 
nial Bishops about to assemble at Lambeth, and desire their opinion i 
subject. That it acknowledges with hearty satisfaction and thankfulness tJ 
taken by his Grace the Archbishop of Canterbury, in calling together for 
tion and mutual action the Bishops of the Anglican communion — (che( 
desires solemnly to record its opinion that, under the blessing of Almig 
the result of this Episcopal Congress will be the establishment of the cl( 
most real union between the mother Church of England and her daughter 
throughout the world." (Cheers.) There is much more in the fourteen re 
adopted during the ten days* session of that Synod which is of great im 
such as its dutiful acceptance of the condemnation pronounced on the te{ 
Dr. Colenso by the Provincial Synod of the Bishops of Africa, to which I 
further allude ; but thus much I venture to say, that that Synod expresses 
of my own Synod, and, I believe, of the Church -generally in South Africa, 
also of the Church in other lands ; and that, if this be so, parliamentary le. 
except in so far as it may be needed here in England to set us free from 
which past legislation, or the honest endeavour to help us through means ' 
patent, have entailed upon us, is wholly unnecessary, and will only be injurioo 
away altogether the torn and tattered shreds of parchment which you say ou| 
to have been issued — which speak to us of an alliance with the State which, 
or for evil, has /or ever passed away ; which render us no help, but which clin 
US and hinder and embarrass the freedom of our action ; empower us to s 
property for the purposes for which it was given ; and the whole of our 
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'OTk, in proportion to onr wealth and numbers, less than the members of other religious 
oclies who at the same time have to maintain their home work, having no ancient 
ndoinnents to relieve them from the necessity of supporting their own religious 
eschers. (Cheers.) It is not creditable to us that the Wesleyao Missionary Society 
Hould have an income one-third greater than that of the Society for the Propagation 
»f the Gospel, and equal to that of the Church Missionary Society. Why is it that 
»aT wealthy members, as a rule, scarcely give anything to missions, and when they 
Lo give rarely give largely 1 It is not so with other denominations ; nor is it because 
•bere is less reality in the mission work of the Church than in that of other bodies ; 
or I believe there in no work anywhere more real or more largely blessed. I fear that 
>iir shortcomings must be set down to apathy, attaching more or less both to clerg}" 
uid laity ; to a lack of belief that our Lord has committed the interests of His king- 
iomin a large part of the world in no small degree to our keeping — that to us espe- 
sially, no less through His providential dealings than by the voice of His inspired 
NTord, is the charge g^ven to '* go into all the world and preach the gospel to every 
Bveatare;'' and that if, after long trial, we fail to recognise or act up to our obligations, 
■*the kingdom of God will be taken from us, and given to a people that will bring v 
ffffth the fruit thereof (Prolonged cheering.) ^ 

The Bishop of New Zbaland, upon being called upon to speak, met with an equally 

cordial reception to that accorded to the previous speakers. The Right Rev. Prelate 

■poke as follows : — When I came here to-day it was upon the supposition that all 

addresses at this meeting were limited to a quarter of an hour, and although I wrote 

Ijwk to say I would do my best to condense twenty-five years and forty degrees of 

latilade into that space of time, the secretaries never accepted my offer, and never told 

Bie that with me tne rule as to time was to be rescinded. (Cheers.) Now I find 

that that bell is to be for me muffled. But, fortunately, one of the previous speakers 

lias taken away all necessity for me to speak upon the principle of Christian missions, 

•nd I think it is a subject of great thankfulness to the Giver of all Good that that 

most important branch of our subject should have been so completely exhausted by 

•Christian layman. (Cheers.) If any argument were needful to prove that when the 

Bynods of our Church, as they must be in time, are fully established, laymen should 

t^ke an essential and integral part in their management, the speech we have heard 

this evening from Lord Nelaon would be a sufficient proof. (Cheers.) I may 

mention, perhaps, in passing, that now for eight years I have been in the habit 

uumally of meeting in my own Diocesan Synod both clergy and laity, and that every 

three years I meet also our General Synod, composed of all the Bishops in New 

Zealand, with the addition of Bishop Patteson, and with the elected clergy and laity 

of all the dioceses ; and in no one of these Synods has there ever been anything which 

a Christian man could wish had never taken place. The Bishops, clergy, and laity 

have met together in one chamber, have discussed all subjects that were necessary to 

the well-being of the Church, have especially and with the greatest earnestness 

<^ucQ88ed this subject of Church missions in connexion with the extension of the 

^^<!Bpel of Christ through all the neighbouring islands, and throughout the whole of 

^ work there has been the greatest harmony among the different orders of which 

those Synods are composed, leaving upon my mind the most earnest hope that the 

^y will shortly come when every diocese will have its own Synod, where the clergy 

tod laity will be presided over by their own Bishop, and that the decisions of those 

^ocesan Synods will be humbly and dutifully submitted to some higher Synod of the 

whole Anglican Church. (Cheers.) I think, perhaps, as the other speakers have 

•ImoBt exhausted the whole theory of the subject, it would be better if I made the 

p^ter part of what I have to say entirely practical, because my life has been spent 

for a quarter of a century in assisting in carrying out the work of missions ; and 

P^fhapg, if I simply dwell upon what has come under my own observation, it may 

help us better to an understanding of the subject than if I added more theories to 

[hoae excellent and sound ones which I have heard during the evening. As we all 

™w, the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel was an offshoot from the still 

^^lier Society for Promoting Christian Knowledge, and it must now strike us as a 

S^^oat cause for sorrow on the one side, and rejoicing and thankfulness on the other, 

that when these great missionary societies of the Church were first set on foot it was 

*Ottud impossible to obtain English agents to carry out their work. The very names 

^ be found upon the earliest lists of the Societies' agents shows this. To our shame 

"I one sense, those names are foreign names — names that will ever live in the 

history of modern missionary enterprise — Schwartz, Kohlhoff, and Guericke. I shall 

^e occasion to show presently how all this apathy on our part has passed away. 

^"«r an interval of one hundred years, when that great society called the Church 
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Missionary Society was founded, it was no longer necessary to engage foreigners for 
the missionary operations of our Church. From that day to this there has never been 
lacking a supply of men, not, indeed, in numbers adequate to the work, but natiyes 
of our own countrj', going forth to preach the gospel in distant lands. My own 
practical connexion with this work was partly through the agency of two of those 
great societies. The Church Missionary Society most liberally granted 6002. a year 
for the endowment of my bishopric, and the Society for the Propagation of the Gospel 
supplied me with more than 1,0002. in various ways to help me at the outset, besides 
affisrwards giving 6,0002. towards the endowment of Nelson, 2,0002. towards the 
endowment of the diocese of Wellington, and other benefactions so numerous that if 
they expect me to pay back all that I am indebted to them, it will be sufficient in 
itself to build them a new mission-house. (Cheers.) Beginning in that way, by the 
joint support of these great societies, I felt it to be my duty to endeavour to cany out ^ 
my mission by promoting a union between them, each acting on its own bads.. 
( Cheers.) As an instance of this, the clergyman who has acted as clerical secretaiy at 
every meeting of the General Synod of the Church in New Zealand is also the 
secretary for the Church Missionary Society in that country. Our work throughout 
has been one united whole, and for many years it was carried on with the signal 
blessing of Almighty God. The preservation of the lives of our missionaries is a 
most remarkable fact in connexion with our history. Many of you know a name 
which I mention with the deepest respect — I will not say regret, for there is no 
regret when a man full of years and faith receives the reward of his labours in that 
rest which is given to the people of God ; but when I say that the first clergyman of 
all those who have entered upon the work iu New Zealand — the Ven. Archdeacon 
Williams —has now been called to his rest, you may perceive how great the pre- 
servation has been, in the most barbarous times of those islands, when the land was 
literally a land devouring its inhabitants, over those men who went forth with their 
lives in their hands to preach to the heathen the gospel of the Saviour. Here, then, 
we have the visible fruits of a united work, and the one principle I shall endeavour to 
illustrate to-night will be the great blessing and great practical advantage of union iu 
the missionary work. (Cheers.) I agree with all that other speakers have advanced 
upon this point, that in order that the gospel may go forth with power into heathen 
lands it must go forth as the united expression of the gospel of that God who is One, 
of that faith which is One, of that Saviour who is One. We must not give a divided 
testimony to those to whom we desire to represent the Unity of the Godhead. 
(Cheers.) And so far as it has been possible — and in this respect our insular position 
has had certain advantages — the various religious bodies who have been endeavouring 
to spread the gospel amongst the various islands of the Pacific Ocean have taken eadi 
an allotment-field, upon which the others have not trespassed. In this way it i^ 
almost an understood principle of action amongst us that tlie Wesleyan Society should 
retain the management of the missions in the Fiji and Friendly Islands; that the 
London Society should retain the management of its missions in the Society Islands 
(though now broken up by the French occupation) and Navigators' Islands ; that the 
Scotch Mission should retain the southern islands in the group called the NeW 
Hebrides ; and that our mission, which pecularly belongs to the New Zealand Church 
as part of itself, should extend its operations to the unoccupied islands, more tha^ 
one hundred in number, which reach towards the great country of which my frien^ 
the Bishop of Labuan is now the representative here. (Cheers.) There is no rivalry 
between us : each does its own work, as far as possible, without interfering with tb** 
of the others ; and no one is so sanguine as to believe that he can possibly occupy tli* 
whole field that now remains vacant, and it seems almost too bright a vision ^ 
contemplate that some future Bishop of Melanesia will shake hands wih the futa^^ 
Bishop of Labuan in the centre of Borneo. But there are so many dark islands mcrg^^ 
in heathenism that I look to that as work for Bishops hereafter, and not for those f^ 
the present day. We have endeavoured to carry out as far as possible our work ^*^ 
connexion with the Church, upon the understanding that it should be a Church wor^ 
that our missions should be under the direction of the Church: Our missiona:*^ 
Bishop Patteson is a member of our own General Synod. The property with which ^^ 
see is endowed is small at present, but it is held in trust by our Church in ^^'^ 
Zealand, and in this way we avoid what seems to be a false principle — namely, ^^^ 
idea going forth that the support of missions is a kind of voluntary thing 'Mf^^ 
a man may with a safe conscience do or leave undone, just as he likes. We desl^*^^ 
to bind it upon our people as an imperative duty that if they are Christiat^^ 
believing the gospel, and that they themselves are redeemed, they should seek '•^ 
impart the same blessings to others as freely as they have received them themseK^ 
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^e do not wish them to consider this a matter of choice, but that every man shoulH 
X)iisider it is his bounden duty as member of the Church to co-operate and assist in 
Uus and in all other offices of the Church. For this reason our Melanesian Mission 
LB considered part of the work of the Church in New Zealand, supported not merely 
by the Church in New Zealand, but also largely and liberally by all the neighbouring 
dioceses. Large contributions come in from year to year from the Australasian 
dioceses and from Tasmania, assisted by a noble contribution made for many years as 
a kind of private ofifering by our own friends and brethren in Eton, who, year after 
year, have never ceased to send us .a sum of not less than 500Z. And not only the 
rich masters of Eton, but the poor children in the towns of England help us. When 
Mr. Champneys was rector of Whitechapel he asked me, when I was here, to go into 
his school. A collection had been made there in pence and halfpence, and the boxes 
iiad filled fast with subscriptions for me to take out to New Zealand, and when the 
^tire sum yuba counted, the pence and farthings of these poor Whitechapel children 
Counted to 1002. (Cheers.) Mr. Champneys said, and I believe truly, that every 
fiffihing of this represented an act of self-denial on the part of the child who gave it. 
I BOW pass on to a subject neither bo agreeable to think or speak about, but to which 
leference has been made. I mean the war in New Zealand. I wish, however, only to 
«ay a few wordb to remove the impression which might have been left upon your minds 
by the few words spoken on the subject by a previous speaker, to the effect that the 
iuth of the New Zealanders in the native Church has been hopelessly broken up. 
^ot 80. During the whole of the time this war has continued there has never ceased 
to he a stream of native candidates for Holy Orders, and one of my last acts before 
UaTing on Easter Sunday, the 22d of June, was to receive two more native Deacons 
into the ministry of the Church, making altogether fourteen clergymen of the New 
Zealand race, besides three whom it has pleased God to take away. (Cheers.) One 
«f these, who was taken from us after twenty-five years of faithful service, continued 
to the last to bear his earnest and faithful testimony to his countrymen as to the 
delusions and the superstitions which they were readmitting among themselves. At 
the heginning of the war I myself went about amongst the dangerous places where the 
war was being waged, escorted on either side by two native Deacons of the New Zealand 
Ohmch. (Cheers.) I beg that no one here will talk of the failure of missionary work 
i& New Zealand. (Cheers.) I do not know what failure means. (Cheers.) Surely 
none of us think that the work of God can ever fail ? And is not missionary work 
ihe work of Gk)d ] No, my dear friends, I am going back again, if it please God, with 
aM belief that there are brighter days yet in store for New Zealand, and that it will 
please Him to build up again the tabernacle that has fallen down, and that the chief 
means by which that building-up will be effected will be the native ministry ; so com- 
. pletely do I believe that the real way to carry out our missionary work is native 
^Dcy. It is not in glorification of our own order that we talk about sending out 
fiMonary Bishops, but because we know, as the Church in America once knew to 
its cost, but now knows with thai^ulness, that the Bishop is a tree bearing its seed 
withm itself. (Cheers.) Therefore it was that I never rested until I obtained the 
wnction of the authorities in the Church and State at home to pay back the debt 
▼hich I owed to the second venerable clergyman who went out to New Zealand, 
^hdeacon Williams (brother to the other), by procuring his consecration to the 
office of Bishop. As a younger man going out to enter into the fruits of his labours, 
1 conld not rest until this was done, (Cheers.) This widened the episcopal respon- 
*Mlity for the ordination of native pastors. In the diocese of Waiadu the Bishop, 
^fifgy, and laity met and conducted the proceedings of their Synod in the New 
Zealand language, and their proceedings were conducted with the greatest regularity 
^d with excellent results, for the contributions of the Churches themselves in lands 
Mid money, for the maintenance of their pastors and endowment of their bishopric, 
exceed in amount the contributions of all the other dioceses. (Cheers.) Leaving the 
*^bject of a native ministry I will speak of the thankworthy change which has taken 
place in our Church from the time when no one could be found to go forth to preach 
^ gospel to the heathen. I came to England about thirteen years ago, and had 
then no knowledge whatever of the feelings of that faithful servant of Christ whom I 
^▼e mentioned — I mean Bishop Patteson. I went down a casual visitor to his 
^Wb house in Devonshire, and there, walking with him in the garden, I gathered 
^m him what was the wish of his heart. The next thing was to communicate it to 
'^s taiher, who had retired from the office of judge, and no one had ever filled it with 
^ter respect. He had the infirmity of deafness, which cut him off from general 
JJ^ety. His son was the curate of his parish, and there was every selfish reason for 
^ &ther refusing his permission and his blessing to his son. But he held up as it 
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were in his hand the golden BcaleB to try the question. He pot into the one scale all 
his personal feelings —that his son was his delight, the comfort of his daily life, and 
the stay of his old age. Then he paused, and put into the other scale snch thoughts 
as these :—'* What right have I to interfere with his sense of duty ? How do I know 
how longji may have to live to enjoy his company 1 *' And then the point was settled 
in a moment. " No," he said, " I give him up freely to you ; and when I say I jrive 
him up, I do bo absolutely. I have no wish that his mind shall be disturbed by 
doubtful thoughts, or a sense of duty to return to see me in my old age before I die. 
Let him go to do his Master's work, and my blessing be upon him." (Cheers.) And 
that blessing has gone with him into the distant islands of the Pacific. Gh)d has given 
him the power to acquire divers languages, and also power with fervent zeal to preach 
the gospel to many nations, where the mingled languages prove the eontinnance of 
the curse of Babel, and seem to wait for another Pentecost. And so he goes forth 
year after year to gather in those mingled peoples, swelling that great multitude which 
will hereafter stand before the throne — an unnumbered multitude made up of all 
peoples, nations, and tongues, clothed in white robes and with palms in their handsL 
One marked feature in his work is 'that the companions in his island ministry, the 
helpers in his work, came out of that race of which you have all heard — the Pitcairn 
Islanders — men nursed and nurtured in the midst of crime— the children of muthiy, 
most of whose parents died by violence. Yet it pleased God in that lonely island, 
unknown in the midst of the Pacific, to bring up a race, which, now that the door \m 
opened, yield their free-will and unbought assistance to our missionary Bishop in the 
prosecution of his labours. (Cheers.) Two of these young men have become what I 
may call the first martyrs of the Melanesian Church. They were with Bishop Pat- 
teson when he was assaulted in his boat in the island called Santa Cruz. By the 
blessing of God the Bishop himself escaped, but two of the young men died of the 
wounds they received there, and they were both Pitcairn Islanders, fulfilling what 
every visitor to their island anticipated, that a race so marvellously preserved would 
be made the instruments in carrying out some trreat work of God. And so it proved 
after their removal from Pitcairn to Norfolk Island had brought them into com- 
munication with the Melanesian Mission ; and now every year they give us ti^e assBt- 
ance of a boat's crew, and ofier us any young men whom we may find worthy to be 
trained as candidates for the missionary work. (Cheers.) I have explained to yon in 
as few words as possible the practical bearings of this question to myself, and I hare 
now a word to say to the Church at home. It is this. The best assistance you cas 
give to us in our missionary work is to be united amongst yourselves. (Cheers.) It 
has pleased our blessed Lord to make this the appointed sign and credential of every 
Christian missionary, " that we all should be one." I. say now what I said in the 
Church of St. Lawrence, that when in the very heart of New Zealand, on the shore of 
Tanpo Lake, I went to one of the most remarkable of the New Zealand chieftains, 
noted for his hospitality to strangers, and when I asked him why he refused to be a 
Christian he stretched out three fingers, and pointing to the centre joint said, '* I have 
come to a spot from which I see three roads branching. This is the Church of England, 
this the Church of Rome, and this the Wesleyans. I am sitting down here doubting 
which to take." And he sat there doubting at that cross-road until he died in ft 
wonderful manner. His village was built on a cliff" in which there were hot springs, 
and in which vast quantities of liquid mud were accumulated. One night there was 
a landslip, the village was overwhelmed, and that chieftain died in unbelief simply 
because of the divisions of Christian men. I therefore ask you of the dear Church i^ 
England to give us this best of all assistance, the being united amongst ourselves* 
(Cheers.) " I hear there are divisions amongst you, and I partly believe it ;" but W* 
in our simple mode of life cannot indulge in the luxury of division. (Cheers.) Frien^ 
are too scarce, and ministers are too scarce, for us to split hairs and so cause di^ 
sensions one with another. It is, perhaps, no credit to ourselves that we are an unite^ 
Church ; it is the force of circumstances. Now then, do let me ask you, dear friea<** 
and brethren, not to sacrifice essential points for those which are non-essenti^'* 
(Cheers.) I hear, for example, that men are sacrificing the peace of the Church f^' 
the sake of this or that particular ritual, or this or that particular garment. (Lo«** 
cheers.) I do ask every Christian man, " Hath not the Church power to decree rit^ 
and ceremonies, and ought not all changes of that kind to be left to the authority ^| 
the Church ] " (Cheers.) Is it true that it is the curse of the English Church th^^ 
every one doeth what seemeth good in his own eyes 1 Surely the latter part of tl*® 
Book of Judges ought to be a sufficient warning against such a state of things asth^^^ 
(Cheers.) But there are other dissensions growing up. For example, since I caC^® 
here I had a paper put into my hands complaining of the situation of curates. Tbe^^' 
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jBsibly, may be the beginning of another disagreement amongst yourselves. I 
>eak as one who never had the good or bad fortune to be a beneficed clergyman, and 
Hherebe any curates here, I would say, "If you are called to be curates, care not for 
b : if you can be preferred, so much ths better." There is really one great benefit I 
an, having been a curate myself, speak of— 1 was never tempted to indulge in any 
itualistic eccentricities. (Loud cheers.) I was never tempted to shoot poisoned 
trrows from behind the shield of a court of law. (Renewed cheers.) There is, in fact, a 
ipreat deal to recommend in the position of a curate ; and if any curate feels dissatisfied 
irith his present position, there are islands enough yet unoccupied. (Cheers.) I may 
lay, lastly, that I came to England mainly in the ,hope that this great Conference of 
Bishops, followed by the great Congress of Bishops, clergy, and laity, may demonstrate 
practically and visibly the unity of our Anglican Church. (Cheers.) I know that 
mny of my brethren who were in their Master s service when I was a boy at school 
thought danger might come from a meeting of these wild men from various parts of 
Uie earth — ^wild men from Borneo, wild men from Caffraria, wild men from New 
Zealand. I will not call my American brethren wild, for they belong to a more 
idvanced state of society. (Cheers.) I can assure all who thought this, especially our 
President, we have not come to turn the world upside down. Although we came from 
a place where our heads are where our feet should be, yet our hearts are in their right 
place. Oar hearts are burning with an intense devotion and eager love to our mother 
oonntry and mother Church. (Cheers.) Some say we have cut the painter. Ko, we 
IttYenot cut the painter ; it has parted of itself, and we are occupied now in forging a 
l^etter cable, like that invisible and immaterial bond by which the planets are 
anchored to the sun ; we are declaring one and all that we have not any wish to 
diange or alter the Articles or Formularies of our mother Church. (Cheers.) I have 
learnt, in that great Pacific Ocean on which my islands shine like little gems, to pray 
fo the grace of Gk>d to enable us to distil from the great ocean of the Catholic Church 
its esseniial salt of unity, and with that salt to season all our sacrifices, whether of 
pntyer, or praise, or almsgiving, of work at home and work abroad, in the humble 
oope that they may be acceptable to God through the One Perfect All-sufficient 
Sacrifice offered once for all upon the cross. (Enthusiastic cheering.) 

The Bishop of Iowa. — I appear before you as a wild American. I have come 
from beyond the " Father of Waters*' to be present at the Conference of Bishops, and 
wi most happy to be present on this occasion also. It has never fallen to my lot to 
he a member of the American Congress, but I am happy to be in attendance upon 
t}u8 English Congress, and this Congress of the English Church. (Cheers.) The 
Church in the United States is the result of missions. The work was carried on in 
<^e early days by missionaries of the Church of England sent out by the Society for 
the Propagation of the Gospel : so that we are in that country, in more senses than 
one, a missionary church, having been founded by missionary labours, and feeling 
ourselves even now a missionary church to carry on a missionary work within our 
own borders and into foreign lands. Our missionary work is emphatically and 
jlmost exclusively domestic from the force of circumstances. Here you know but 
little of the domestic missionary work, strictly speaking. Here you have, I suppose, 

* parish in every village, with a Church of England in its midst. What a contrast is 
presented in the United States 1 In my own diocese of Iowa, which is co-extensive 
With the city of Iowa, and larger than all England, we have 100 counties, and only 
forty or fifty clergymen. It was organized only twelve years ago, and it fell to my 
^ to be the first bishop. Twelve years ago eight clergymen were working there, 
^ly thirteen parishes had any existence, and all of them depended upon missionary 
jssistance, or the assistance of missionary funds. Now, by God's blessing, after 
twelve years have passed away, we have fifty organized parishes and forty clergymen, 
(Cheers.) This is one of the most recent States of the Union, bounded on the east by 
"le Mississippi, and on the west by the Missouri. At the time of entering 
'ipon my labours there were 400,000 inhabitants ; now a million are there, and 

* wide open field is presented to our Church, not only there, but in every part 
<« what we call the Great West, and this is equally true of the South -West 
and every portion of our land. Now is emphatically the time for us to go in 
'^d take possession of the land. There has never been a more favourable 
opportunity for the wording of the Church than the present. We are invited in 
ejeiy direction ; and if we had the men or means, we should establish in every part 
?f the land a parish wherever a dozen people are collected together. (Cheers.) It 
^exceedingly important that we should have an indigenous clergy — missionaries to 
J^ork among the people raised upon the soil. And this is what we are endeavouring 
^ do in almost every part of the land. Almost every diocese in what we call the 
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North- Wcbi han its MiMionary and ita Literary and Theological Institution. Intlie 
Diuccfte of Iowa we have a College and Theological Seminary, and amongst eight 
caudidatcH for Holy Orders at the present time, four are natives of England ; and at 
the very lust ordination I held before leaving was one to a diaconate of a Teiy 
faithful and earnest man, who three or four years since emigrated to the United 
States from Liverpool. A large proportion of the diocese and of the whole West in 
natives of England. Indeed, the remark was made some time ago that we were in 
danger of having all our clergy from this country. I remarked there was no danger 
iu it. We welcome clergj'men from England — (cheers)— and we welcome the people 
who come from England. They are scattered all over the country in every puk 
thai can bo found in the broad West, and when they come there they find the not 
Church as they left at home, for there is no distinction between ourselves and the 
Church of England in regard to doctrines and standards of fiuth, although those whe 
revised the Liturgy after the termination of the revoiutiomucr war, did think it 
expedient under all the circumstances to drop the Athanasian Ure^. The easeim 
of the faith is in the Apostles' Creed, and the Nicene Creed, and the Thiri^-niae 
Articles and Liturgy as a whole. The Prayer-book is substantially the same; M 
essential point is left out. Some change has been made as to the questions connected 
with the responses in the Baptism Services. After asking the first question, '^Doil 
thou believe all the articles of the Christian faith as contained in the Apostk^ 
Creed 1 " a singular mistake occurred once in my own experience, showing tH 
after all, it might have been better in that case at least to have retained the EngM 
form. When I was a parish minister, it fell to my lot on a certain day to be oUed 
to baptize a child of English parents. The &ther came ten miles to me to say it fM 
his earnest wish to have his child so baptized, as he had been trained in the Engliih 
Church. When he came to the chancel and found he had no Prayer-book, I aakei 
him whether he was fiimiliar with the questions put to sponsors — for we always aDof 
parents to be sponsors, — ^he said he knew all the questions and answers I nidi 
** Dost thou, in the name of this child renounce the devil and all his work, the nil 
pomp and glory of the world]" and so on; and although he seemed somewhit 
embarrassed, he looked up and said, ''All this I steadfastly believe." (Laagfai| 
That was not a very serious error, so I allowed it to pass. (" Oh," and langhtei.) 
I said, " Dost thou believe all the articles of the Christian faith as contained in the 
Apostles' Creed r* He replied, ''I renounce them alL'' (Loud laughter.) Batoa 
the whole, the Prayer-book of the American Church is the Prayer-book of the ChniA 
of England, and I say it with gratitude on this my first visit to the mother coontiy. 
In my country, north, south, east, and west, we think of England as the mother 
country ; and although we have had serious and awful differences amongst ourselvei^ 
which in many parts of the world have not been fully appreciated, I believe that God 
has in store a glorious destiny for the United States of America and for the Epiaoopil 
Church in America. I am one of those who believe that the Anglo-Saxon raoe ii 
destined to rule the world, and to be the instrument in Gk)d's hands of convertiBg 
the world. (Cheers.) Speaking after the manner of men, no other nation hot 
England could have produced the English Church, and England is mainly, under 
God, what she is on account of the influence of her noble Church — (cheers) — and M 
shall rise in the scale of civilization, in refinement, and in everything that ie 
desirable, in America, in proportion as the influence of our own Church is extended 
far and wide. (Cheers.) England's Mission — the Church of England's Mission- 
must encircle the globe; and let the great work go on. 1 would repeat with emphaeii 
what has been said by my Right Reverend Brother who preceded me, it seems to db 
that our first and great work, both in England and America, is to become one amoof 
ourselves — to be at unity among ourselves and the Church. And in order to seeun 
substantial unity, we must let our moderation be known to all men — our moderstkA 
in every direction. Let us not sacrifice or endanger the Church by carrying out oat 
own individual views, preferences, and opinions. (Cheers ) May God's blessing ra* 
upon the Church of England and upon ourselves, and may the time be hastened whes 
the principles of the blessed Redeemer shall be extended from sea to sea. (CheeraJ 
The President dismissed the Meeting with his blessing. 
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THE JEWS. 

Preyioas to the discussion on Missions, the Rev. A. M. Myers (All Saints, Dalston) 
livered the following Address :— 

It is very natural, and therefore pardonable, that those who have undertaken to 
dress this assembly should each feel a degree of partiality for, and should claim 
ecial attention to, that particular topic which he has to submit to the Congress, 
et I venture to think that you will agree with' me that the subject allotted to me 
peculiar claims on the attention of this meeting ; aud that a Church Congress 
Mild be very incomplete if it ignored the interests of a people who descend from the 
other Church — the Church of the wilderness and of Jerusalem. The Church of the 
ew Testament, not less than the Church of the Old Testament, is intimately connected 
iih the people of Israel. Not only Patriarchs and Prophets, but Evangelists and 
po8tles, and the Lord of Glory Himself, bespeak my interest on behalf of the Jews, 
oe Scriptures I read, the Psalms I sing, the faith I cherish, and the Saviour I adore, 
jead for a people ** who are Israelites, to whom pertaineth the adoption, and the 
x>Ty, and the covenants, and the giving of the law, and the service of God, and the 
romises, whose are the fathers, and of whom, as concerning the flesh, Christ came, 
ho is God over all, blessed for ever." I think myself happy to be permitted to stand 
fih in this assembly on behalf of my people ,* and in doing so I cannot conceal it 
om myself, and I am bound frankly to declare it, that the relation of the Jew to the 
hristian Church has been sadly misapprehended, and that in two ways : — 1. The 
)lation of the ancient Jewish Church to the Christian Church; and, 2. The present 
Jlation of the Jew to the Gospel of Christ. The inseparable connexion and oneness 
etween the Church of the Old Testament and that of the New have been obscured, 
[en have spoken and written of the Christian dispensation as if it were some new 
^ in the earth, foreign to the religion of Moses and of David. The former 
ispensation is alluded to in terms as if it had been an experiment, and that the 
lospel was an accidental introduction, brought in on the failure of the former plan, 
len wrote of the Christian Church as if it were not " the blessing of Abraham which 
ad come down upon the Gtentiles." Accordingly, the Church of the New Testament 
as been represented as an entirely new structure, a structure raised independently of 
bat which preceded it, and as being in its elements as characteristically Gentile as 
he former had been Jewish, It seems to have been assumed that the Gospel was 
imformly rejected by the Jew, and exclusively embraced by the Gentile. Such 
leing the views entertained, we can understand that other prevailing misapprehension 
ouching the present relation of the Jew to the Gospel of Christ. " This is the Gentile 
liBpensation," it is said. " The Jews have had their day ; they have abused their 
ttivil^es ; they have consummated their guilt at Calvary ; they have proved them- 
dves unworthy of eternal life. In consequence of which they have been cast away, 
md the favour of God is now transferred to the Gentiles." Such being the views 
ntertained, I cannot be surprised at the apathy of some even good men towards the 
[ew, who manifest pre-eminent zeal for the heathen. Such being the notion held, 
• cannot wonder, though I may be shocked, at finding that there were times in 
English history when by high ecclesiastical authority a Jew was forbidden to enter a 
Christian church ! What then is the truth? What is the relation of the Christian 
Jurch to the Jewish Church, and what is the present relation of the Jew to the 
TOBpel? Now I need not tell this assembly that Christianity in all its essentials 
existed before A.©.; that "the Gospel had been preached to Abraham ;" that from 
^dam to Christ souls were constantly saved through faith in the blood of the 
iovenant; and that, whether at Hebron or Bethel, in the wilderness or at Jerusalem, 
^ the tabernacle or in the temple, the faith of Abraham and of Israel was in its 
^ntials that of Peter and of Paul, of Luther and of Charles Simeon. But what it is 
gJessary to observe is, that the Christian Church, so far from being the Church of the 
l^ntiles, had actually been established long before the conversion of any number of 
«€ntiles to Christ. For where shall we find the rise of the Christian Church ] Where 
Hiall we look for the nativity of the new dispensation 1 Judaism we trace to the 
"leserts of Arabia and among the twelve tribes of Israel. But where and among whom 
shall we discover the beginning of Christianity 1 What if it appear that the new no 
'^ than the old dispensation was founded among God's ancient people 1 It is 
Jhnndantly evident that Christ's personal ministry, excepting in the case of two or 
'hree bdividuals, was confined to the lost sheep of the house of Israel. Nor was this 
^istry ineffectual ; the rulers indeed set their faces against the Loid'* k\iwQ\fc\, 
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but ilic common people heard him gladly. The aggregate of Christ's dudpleara 
probably much greater than is generally sapposed. In Jndea, Samaria, and Galilee 
multitudes were constantly blessed by His preaching, and bore testimony to tbe 
Great Prophet that had risen in Israel. In one sense, then, it is not true that tlte 
Jews rejected CiiriAt. If the Jewi« did not receive Him, who didi MultitudeB weie 
constantly crowding to hear Him; everywhere His word came with power, and tke 
numl>cr of those who believed multiplied daily, and the Christian Church prograeed 
lon;]^ before the door of faith was opened to the Gentiles. The opening Chiistiia 
Church did as truly consist of Jews as did the Church in the wildemesg, and M 
whether you date its beginning from the baptism of Christ or from the day of Peate- 
cost. The popularity of Jesus was not confined to the common people; there weie 
not wanting priests and rulers among His converts ; though many like Nicodesus 
and Joseph of Arimathea dared not openly profess Him. When our blessed!^ 
finished His work on tlie Cross the new dispensation had strack its roots far and wide 
in the land of Judah. The speajr that struck to the heart of Jesus of Nazareth eaoMd 
a vibration of tender sympathy in the hearts of many thousands in Israel Preeeatly, 
at Jerusalem, in an upper room, the Christian Church was represented by M 
120 persons, children of the stock of Abraham. Upon the twelve Hebrew Apoetlei 
the Holy Ghost fell on the day of Pentecost. To the multitudes of Jews gatheied 
for the feast the first sermon after the Pentecost was preached by the Apostles^ and en 
that memorable day 3,000 Hebrews were added to the Church. Ere long we read fl| 
5,000 Jews, and further that " the number of disciples multiplied in Jerusalem daily,' 
and that " a great company of the priests were obedient to the faith.'* Suffice ittonj 
that the rising Christian Church was a Hebrew Church ; the former Church fas B0t 
more truly built on Hebrew Prophet<i than was the Christian Church on Jeiidi 
Apostles. To Abraham's seed were committed the oracles of the Old TestamiQit; ^ 
them, too, in the first place, were entrusted the oracles of the New. If the Jews toW 
the world of the law of Moses, Jews, too, gave to the nations the Gospel of Ghri^ 
Whilst, then, we must dismiss from our minds the notion that there is tbat gdi 
between the Jewish and the Christian Church, we must also discard the habit of 
throwing back the Jew on the old dispensation to his utter separation from the ne^t 
a habit which has done much to paralyze missionaiy efibrt on behalf of Israd. l!hi* 
brings me to the practical missionary question, " What is the present relation of tf* 
Jew to the Gospel of Christ ] " Has the Christian Church any duties to discbailjO 
towards the scattered nation ] Is it, or is it not, the purpose of God that in w* 
" Gentile dispensation " the Gospel should be oflfered to the Jew] We have seenho^ 
the Jew stood connected with the Gospel in its introduction, that they were the pe(Mplo 
who in the first instance received and proclaimed the Gospel. Yet may it not he ths* 
the national rejection and crucifixion of Messiah placed that people under that baa' 
And are we, perhaps justified from certain Scriptures, coupled with the foctof theii 
centuries of unbelief, to' conclude that, in consequence of their great crime at Calvai^ 
they were doomed to judicial blindness, and that henceforth the Gospel message shoal* 
be sent exclusively to the Gentiles 1 Yea, did not our Lord Himself tell them, "Tl^ 
kingdom of God shall be taken from you, and given to another nation which ahal 
bring forth the fruit thereof?" Now in answer to this I might remind you thatotf 
blessed Lord after His resurrection — that is, when the Jewish nation had con«iumniatc< 
its guilt in His crucifixion — in that great charge to His Apostles, commands "th* 
repentance and remission of sins should be preached in His name among all nalioDf 
beginning at Jerusalem." I might moreover remind you that the Apostles, i 
obedience to their Lord's command, went everywhere preaching the Gk)spel to th 
Jews ; and further, that the testimony of the Great Apostle left on record is that "th 
Gospel is the power of Go'l unto salvation, to the Jew first." But what I wii? 
specially to press home to the attention of the assembly is this, that we are not left J 
uncertainty in this serious matter ; we are not left to draw our inferences from one < 
two obscure passages, but that the exact place assigned to the Jew relative to tl 
Gospel in these days is placed before us in the clearest light in the New Testamen 
In the second chapter of his Epistle lo the Ephcsians the Apostle writes of both Jei 
and Gentiles in their connexion with this dispensatioo, and that which ought 1 
strike some of us as very remarkable is that he seeks to establi^ih a title to Qosp 
blessings, not for the Jew, but for the Gentile ; he does not plead for the Jew as I w 
do, he assumes his claim as beyond question. His point is this, *' May the Gentile 
length participate in those privileges from which before he has been debarred; m 
he, as well as the Jew, draw near to a covenant God, and enter into all the enjoyment 
the Church of Christ ? This is his question, and to this the Apostle replies in 1 
aflSrmative. "The middle wall of partition,'* he says, which so long hindered 
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Gentile from entering into the inner court, is ** broken down." The Good Shepherd 
laid down His life for both Jew and Gkntile, so that He might reconcile both unto 
God, and now the Gospel is preached to you Gentiles who were '• afar off" and to the 
Jews " who were nigh," for " through Him we both have access by one Spirit unto the 
Father." Henceforth ''ye Gentiles are no more strangers and foreigners, but fellow- 
citizens with the saints, and of the household of God." In a word, then, the wall of 
partition was broken down, not to turn the Jew out, but to let the Gentile in. At 
what period in the history of the Church the Jewish title to Gospel privileges was 
first denied him it may be difficult to show ; but from a certain chapter in the Epistle 
to the Romans it would appear that this leaven had begun to work early. Nor can 
we regret the circumstance, for it proved the occasion of calling forth from the 
Apostle the most luminous exposition of the matter in hand to be found in the New 
Testament He perceived that a notion had become current among the Gentile 
converts, and especially in the Church of Rome, that the Jews had been utterly 
rqected, and that the Gentiles were now to occupy exclusively the place vacated by 
luael. Full of his subject, " having great heaviness and continual sorrow of heart 
for his brethren, his kinsmen according to the flesh," he warmly exclaimed, " I say, 
then, hath God cast away His people V— so cast away as to exclude them henceforth, 
one and all, from the overtures of the Gospel ! The Apostle rejects the notion with 
wrrowful indignation, and, however reluctantly, calls attention to himself as a proof 
in point, "God forbid, for I also am an Israelite;" and then in the course of his 
ttgoment illustrates the relative position of both Jew and Gentile in the dispensation 
of the Gospel. The imagery is beautiful and instructive. Behold an olive tree, its 
i^tg striking deep into the soil, its branches spreading luxuriantly 1 For certain 
'■^ ttaaons some of the branches are cut off; then from a wild olive tree afar off branches 
^ lie taken and grafted among the remaining branches upon the good olive tree, and 
\ both kinds of branches now draw sap and nourishment fi-om the good olive tree. 
^ Bat behold ! the wild branches were no sooner grafted on the good olive tree than, 
L proud of their new position, they began to boast themselves against the elder branches, 
f pretending that some of them had already been broken off, and covertly intimating 
[ that probably it is intended that the rest should also perish. But they are speedily 
leminded that they were greatly mistaken ; that in separating them from the wild 
olive tree it was the purpose of the husbandman that they should be '' grafted in 
Bmong the branches of the Hebrew olive, and with Oiem partake of the root and 
^Ktness of the good olive tree." Now the meaning of all this is too obvious to need 
f oomment. The good olive tree represents the Jewish nation ; the cutting off some 
I ^ its branches signifies the Jewish national apostacy, and their suspension as a 
I nation from the favour of God. The wild olive branches are the Gentiles ; their being 
Snfted on the Abrahamic olive tree means that the Christian Church is not a new 
Church, independent of the old, but is part of that "one body " of which Christ is the 
Head. The grafting of the wild branches among those of the good olive, po that with 
them they might partake of the root and fatness of the good olive tree, signifies that 
1* is the solemn purpose of God that in this Christian Church the Gentiles are not to 
wtfoy the blessings of the Gospel to the exclusion of the Jew. Participation, not 
•^elusion I I am too painfully aware of the power of prejudice not to feel that the 
olearest arguments drawn from Scripture are almost neutralized by the alleged 
hardness of heart and unconquerable enmity of the Jew against the Gospel. The 
long-continued unbelief of the Jewish people in particular is pointed at in disparage- 
n^ent of missionary efforts on their behalf. Now I am not standing here to deny the 
^tnral obduracy of the Jewish heart. I am thoroughly persuaded that nothing short 
w^ Omnipotence can change the heart of a Jew. But is not this exactly so with the 
™tile? Ko ! Jewish enmity against Christianity is not denied; and if there has 
bwn a peculiar virulence in their opposition to Christianity, it is to be accounted for 
on other grounds besides an imaginary superadded judicial hardness. The treatment 
which for centuries they have experienced at the hands of Christendom has sadly 
onabittered their minds against Christianity. It is with burning cheeks one reads of 
the enielties practised upon the Jews in the middle centuries in ths pretended zeal 
for Christ. Surely it is high time for Christendom to let the Jews of the nineteenth 
wntnry know that Christianity frowns not upon them for what their fathers did at 
CUvary. It is quite true that the national treatment of Messiah has entailed long and 
fearful retribution upon Israel. I do not in the least sympathise with an eminent living 
English statesman, whose name indicates his race, and who, alluding to the tortures 
inflicted on the Jews by the Inquisition for their guilt in the crucifixion, seeks to 
rindicate the Jewish nation in these remarkable words : •* The immolaters and the im- 
jnoJated were preordained, and the holy race supplied both." 1 do not. ^^ ^WVqV^ 
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I /j i L<>'^ *^*^l ^® saved." It is now about sixty years since an institution wa 

in London for sending the Gospel to the Jews, and I am glad that the 
. \ which for many years was the only one in Christendom, and has been hoi 

I ■; be the instrument to wipe away the reproach from Christendom for its Iod 

^ ^. -' of Israel, is a Church of England Society. I do not wish to reflect on the coi 

^ . . « apathy of Dissenters in this matter ; especially as, of late years, following our 

J H they have in various ways endeavoured to do good to Israel. Nor do I 

^ reflect upon any party in the Church. But this I must say, — and I shall n( 

vented from saying it here by the circumstance that there is an impressic 
that at these Congresses the Evangelical clergy are not in favour, — this, th 
state, assured that the Congress will rejoice at anything which redounds to tl 
of any section of the clergy, that but for the piety, the zeal, and the Christ 
fulness of these, hundreds of Jews in this country and elsewhere would have 
to die in ignorance and unbelief, and that there are now thousands of 
^ .f j Jews who have reasons to bless God for the self-denying efforts and true 

' benevolence of the Evangelical clergy of the Church of England. The 

Society for Promoting Christianity among the Jews, which, as a Church of 
institution, dates its existence from 1815, has established missionary statioi 
the Jews scattered over the world, and who are supposed to number over IC 
i .:J . In Russia, Poland, Prussia, France, Sweden, Holland, Italy, Greece, Tu 

■ ji • Principalities, Asia Minor, North Africa, at Jerusalem, and in England our mi 

f occupy fields of labour. London, of course, became the first missionar 

Palestine Place, with its Episcopal Chapel, its Hebrew Schools, its Operative Ib 
fltands forth as a witness and as a memorial of the earliest efforts of that nobl 
^^^ . Having to address themselves to a "peculiar people," they had to adopt 

^f': jfl means. If the New Testament was to be offered to the Jew, it must be in 

' ,:-^ |H For that purpose the Society had to translate the Gospel into the sacred toe 

^A 9 ^^^ Hebrew Old Testament too, owing to its expensiveness, was so scarce 

Society had to adopt means to enable their missionaries freely to circulate 
Scriptures among the Jews. And whereas at the commencement of their 
Hebrew Bible cost some £S, a Jew may now purchase it for 2«. In a hai 
too, the Society resolved to translate our scriptural and noble Liturgy into 
a work which has contributed largely to vindicate Christianity from the 
idolatry to those who for centuries had only seen it in the guise of Poper 
these and special controversial works in their hands, and the love of Chrisi 
hearts, our missionaries have gone forth to preach "Jesus Christ and Him c 
among " the lost sheep of the house of Israel." For half a century the age] 
Society have now been preaching the Gospel to the Jews, and if now it ' 
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things be so,— if the Gospel is intended for (he Jews as well as the Gentiles, and if 
upon trial it has been found the Jew is as susceptible to all those gracious influences 
which a preached Gospel produces in others, — the duty of the Church of England is 
sofficiently plain. Let it not be forgotten, however, that the Jewish people have 
special claims upon the Church's attention and sympathy. In these critical times the 
(^nrch must welcome every aid which may sustain her in her conflict with rationalistic 
infidelity; and the Jew is a witness for the truth of Scripture such as we cannot 
lightly regard. Is the truth of the Pentateuch indispensable to Christianity 1 Well, 
the living Jew is a witness to the divine mission of Moses and the historical character 
of the Pentateuch. There are other motives that should stimulate our zeal for Israel. 
It is impossible to read tne Gospel narrative and not perceive how tenderly the heart 
of JesuB yearned over that people. And centuries of unbelief have not quenched the 
love of Christ for that nation. They are still " beloved for the fathers* sake.*' If you 
would read the heart of Jesus in this matter, listen to His burning words, His 
affectionate resolve, '' For Zion's sake will I not hold my peace, and for Jerusalem's 
Bake will I not rest until the righteousness thereof go forth as brightness, and the 
salvation thereof as a lamp that bumeth." And there is hope for Jerusalem ; the 
word of prophecy declares it, and it cannot fail ; it hath not failed in the past in 
their tribulation, and it will not fail in the future regarding their recovery. "For 
thus Baith the Lord, Like as I have brought all this evil upon this people, so will 
I bring upon them all the good which I have promised them." Nor are there 
Indications wanting that the time to favour Zion is at hand. Ere long we trust the 
Boyal mandate will go forth, " Arise, shine, for thy light is come, and the glory of 
the Lord is risen upon thee," '* and the Gentiles shall come to thy light, and kings 
to the brightness of thy rising;" "Awake, awake, put on thy strength, Zion; put 
on thy beautiful garments, O Jerusalem ; arise, and shake thynelf from the dust, 
captive daughter of Zion." May it be your and my lot speedily to see the good 
of Jerusalem and peace upon Israel 1 But I forbear. I have appealed on behalf 
of my people from strong convictions, convictions as to God's will concerning us, 
a Missionary Church, convictions concerning the centuries of neglect and suffering 
to which Israel has been subject, and convictions as to the real blessings which have 
attended in this latter day missionary efforts among the Jews. I cannot but think 
that a kindly feeling toward Israel prevails in this Congress. At the first Christian. 
Congress held at Jerusalem the Apostle Paul related his success among the Gentiles, 
*|ad the Jewish Apostles were glad. This Assembly, too, I trust, is glad at the 
tidings of good results among the Jews. But stay, the Apostles did not only rejoice^ 
they adopted certain resolutions in the interest of the Gentiles. Let the Christian 
Congress of the first century instruct this Church Congress of the nineteenth century 
to labour and *' pray for the peace of Jerusalem." 



THURSDAY MORNING, OCT. 3. 

THE PRESIDENT TOOK THE CHAIR AT 10 X.M. 

THE BIBLE AND SCIENCE. 

Professor William Allen Miller, M.D. read the following 
Paper : — 

Some religious men, who are only partially acqaainted with the 
recent rapid progress of scientific discovery, entertain a feeling of 
distrust as to the influence of Science^ upon the spread of 
Christianity ; and although, perhaps, scarcely acknowledging it to 

^ The term Science is throughout tliis paper used in] its popular sense, including 
mathematical, physical, chemical, and biological science. It does not include 
theoloffy ; and in the statement of the objects of science (sect, ii.) philology and 
netaphysicB are purposely excluded. 
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thoinsclvcs, there is nevertheless a larking suspicion in theirminds, 
that the tendency of scientific inquiry is to undermine the founda- 
tions of our faith, and to weaken the reverence of mankind for the 
Bible. 

Doubtless it is owing to a knowledge of the existence of this 
fcoliiifr. combined with a conviction that when once fairly examined 
into, the alarm will be found to be groundless, that those who 
direct your discussions at these meetings have invited from myself 
and others some remarks upon the relations between the Bible and 
Science — a subject of great and growing importance. 

The feeling of distrust just alluded to may arise partly from the 
Awnit of a sufficiently clear distinction between the objects for 
whieh the Bible was given, and those for which Science is pursued. 
Tt may also partly arise from the difficulty of reconciling some of 
the observations of Science, and especially those of geology, with 
the Mosaic account of the Creation ; and partly, also, from our 
attributing to the earlier narrative portions of Scripture a more 
literal signification than they were intended to convey. 

The Bible and the world in which we live proceed from the same 
Almighty Author. Both consequently must bear the impress of 
II is character, and both may be expected to present to the finite 
intelligence of man not only difficulties which he is unable to soW^ 
but mysteries which he cannot fully comprehend. 

Man, indeed, cannot with safety to himself neglect the study 
either of the one or of the other ; but the knowledge derived firora 
the one is very different from that derived from the other ; though 
each furnishes him with information which it is of the highest 
importance to his welfare to possess. 

In considering a subject so extensive, there is some difficulty in 
selecting such portions of it as can conveniently be discussed within 
the limits of an address like the present. I shall, however, invite 
your attention to the following points : — 

1. The objects of the Bible. 

2. The objects of Science, 

3. Some of the religious difficulties to be encountered. 

4. The influence of the pursuit of Science on the mind. 

5. The influence of the idea of law upon religious thought. 

1. Let us first consider the objects of the Bible. 

The Bible comes to us as a Divine revelation ; it proclaims the 
relation of God to man, so far as He has been pleased to reveal it, 
and it points out the way in which man, who by sin has forfeited 
God's favour, may again be restored to it. It contains, in short, 
the authentic declaration of man's redemption, the grand truth 
that *' God so loved the world that He gave His only begotten Son, 
that whosoever believeth in Him should not perish, but have ever- 
lasting life." (John iii. 16.) 

These truths must be accepted as it has pleased God to declare 
tbew, for their discovery is quite beyond the reach of man's 
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bellect. Here is ground for faith, for trust, and hope. Here is 
revelation adapted to man's inner wants, fitted to soothe him in 
esent misery, and to satisfy his longings for future happiness. 
"What then is the wonderful volume in which these treasures are 
ntained ? — not simply a volume, but a library ! — not simply a 
)rary, but a literature ! It comprises the most ancient records 
:tant of the early history of the world, whilst it embraces docu- 
ents written at different intervals, extending over upwards of 
i'teen centuries. Its writings contain compositions of the most 
iried kind — historical, legislative, poetical, didactic, and prophetic, 
-composed in different languages, contributed by nearly forty 
ifferent authors, some learned, M>me illiterate, varying in station 
om the monarch and the statesman, to the peasant and the fisher- 
man. Each author, nevertheless, preserves his individual character 
ttd intellectual peculiarities ; each a frail and erring mortal, though 
ich is employed to contribute a portion of the record which con- 
lins the charter of our hopes : so that the Apostle Paul, speaking 
f himself and his fellow-labourers, emphatically declares, that "we 
ave this treasure in earthen vessels." (2 Cor. iv. 7.) 

Such being the general nature of the Bible, a grand mosaic, 
ich portion distinct from the rest, yet all blending into a har- 
lonious whole, we must be careful not to lose sight of the 
ircumstances under which it originated. Its writers naturally and 
ecessarily employed imagery with which those whom they 
Hressed were familiar, and language adapted to their concep- 
ons. It may say, "the sun ariseth/' or "the moon and the 
ars withdraw their shining," although such phrases indicate the 
pparent, and not the real facts. True that in Galileo's time, the 
Jcurrence of such expressions, then erroneously supposed on 
cripture authority to be true, was held to prove the charge of 
sresy against him. Yet do not the same phrases in the present 
ly constitute our ordinary mode of speech in relation to these 
ijects? Nay, more, do not even our most recent writers on 
'tronomy sjfeak pf sunrise and sunset, knowing that such expres- 
ons are inaccurate as representations of the phenomena to which 
ley are applied ? 

How far then, are we to adopt in such cases the very words of 
cripture as literally exact ] What is it that we mean by asserting 
le Divine inspiration of the Bible? 

Perhaps I cannot do better than quote upon this point the words 
f Bishop Law, cited by Bishop Watson in his " Apology for the 
►ible '^ (Letter 4) : — " The true sense, then, of the divine authority 
f the Books of the Old Testament, and which, perhaps, is enough 
) denominate them in general divinely inspired, seems to be this : 
lat in those times God has all along, beside the inspection or 
iperintending of his general providence, interfered upon par- 
cular occasions, by giving express commissions to some persons 
hence called prophets) to declare His will in various manners and 
igrees of evidence as best suited the occasion, time, aud w^Imy^ qS. 
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the subject ; and in all other cases left them wholly to themselves: 
in like mauucr, lie has interposed His more immediate assistance, 
and notified it to them (as they did to the world) in the recording 
of these revelations ; so far as that was necessary, amidst the 
common (but from hence termed sacred) history of those times, 
and mixed with various other occurrences, in which the historian's 
own natural qualifications were sufficient to enable him to relate 
things with all the accuracy they required." 

To resume : — It is no part of the aim of the Bible to explain the 
structure of the universe, or to define the laws of Science-to 
guide the labours of the inductive philosopher, or even to fix the 
date of that " beginning " in which " God created the heaven and 
the earth." Indeed, the very attempt to attain these endswonld 
have rendered its language unintelligible to mankind in general, 
and would thus have defeated its real intention. All criticism d 
its expressions for their supposed want of scientific accuracy is 
therefore irrelevant and futile ; and all attempts at illustrating tk 
presumed literal exactness of the sublime language in whicliit 
describes the phenomena of nature, by reference to scientific dis- 
coveries which appear to agree with them, is equally misapplied. 
Science, let us remember, is ever shifting its point of view. What 
was yesterday regarded as true, to-day is found to be erroneons; 
and its language changes with its theories. Not so the Bible; its 
language is for all time ; it needs not, and it knows not change. 

Criticism of its text must of course be expected ; some-'of it in an 
honest and candid, some in a hostile spirit ; and it is the duty of 
the Christian student to be prepared for this. It is not for him to 
deprecate criticism ; what can God's truth have to fear from the 
result ? Let him weigh it carefully, deliberately; let him bring to 
the defence of the text of Scripture all the resources of a scholar- 
ship as profound, and a faith superior to, that by which it is 
assailed ; and then calmly leave the issue with God. The best 
test of truth is its power of withstanding every form of honest and 
candid discussion. Do not let us, from any fear of consequences, 
shrink from submitting our title-deeds to the fullest investigation. 
Such investigation will be made, whether we desire it or not. fe 
result may oblige us to suspend our judgment upon some pointSi 
and may cause us to relinquish a few long cherished opinions : still, 
in the end, our belief, like grain winnowed from the chaff, will be 
but the more valuable for the purification which it has undergone. 
Let us not quarrel over minute details, but bear in mind the prm- 
ciple of Scripture, which is to unfold the relation of man to Godi 1 
including, as it does, a broad scheme extending over thousands of 
years, and culminating in Redemption. 

If we thus cautiously form our judgment, we shall be acting in 
the spirit of that injunction which the Lord Jesus gave to the 
Jews respecting the Old Testament : — " Search the Scriptures ; for 
in them ye think ye have eternal life, and they are they which 
testify of me." (John v. 39), Or, to descend from Divine to 



Professor William Allen Miller, MM. 169 

Lman testimony^ we may quote the words of Paley : — " Undoubt- 
ly, our Saviour assumes the diviue origin of the Mosaic institu- 
m. . . . Undoubtedly, also, our Saviour recognises the prophetic 
aracter of many of their ancient writers: so far, therefore, 
J are bound as Christians to go. But to make Christianity 
swerable with its life for the circumstantial truth of each separate 
ssage of the Old Testament, the genuineness of e\ery Book, the 
brmation, fidelity, and judgment^ of every writer in it, is to 
ing, I will not say great, but unnecessary difficulties, into the 
lole system.! 

2. Let us next inquire, What are the objects of Science ? 
She can tell us nothing of the nature or of the origin of the 
al, nothing of its present duties, or of its future destinies. She 
s no cognizance of the laws which regulate the spiritual world, 
of the methods which unseen intelligences possess of communi- 
bing with each other, or of influencing the minds of the dwellers 
on earth. Her one grand object is the discovery of truth as it 
in nature : she seeks to ascertain the primary qualities originally 
ipressed upon matter, and the laws which regulate the action of 
e different forms of matter upon each other ; to investigate, in 
ort, the material works of creation with a view to the perception 
their mutual relations. The incentive to such pursuits is the 
irst for knowledge implanted in the mind of man ; its reward is 
L increasing mastery over the works of nature, and, if followed in 
reverent spirit, such inquiries must always be accompanied by 
ilarged views of the boundless power, wisdom, goodness, and 
•andeur of the Creator himself. 

The power of Science is especially displayed in the numerous 
*actical applications of its principles which have been made of 
te years, and in the control which man has by its means been 
Jrmitted to acquire over the forces of nature ; — such as we see in 
le application of steam-power ; in the employment of electricity 

> do our bidding, — depositing sheets of metal from solution, 
coking magnets of gigantic strength, kindling a light which seems 

> rival that of the sun, producing a heat surpassing that of our 
ottest furnaces, or silently sending our thoughts with the speed 
Imost of thought itself, beneath the waves of the ocean from one 
emisphere to the other. Further evidences of that power may be 
^ced in the new and almost magical effects produced by the 
pplications of chemistry to the products of nature and of art. These 
iid a thousand other similar triumphs, have won for Science and 
8 cultivators, a position the influence of which becomes every day 
lore manifest. 

3. We will turn now to consider some of the religious difl&- 
ilties to be encountered. 

Those who are not themselves followers of Science, sometimes 
perience a difl&culty in deciding how far statements which are put 
rward in the name of Science, are entitled to unqualified accept- 
^ Evidences of Ohristianity, part 111. cko^. m.^ 
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aucc. It is generally supposed that in Science nothing is taken 
upon trust : proof by actual obseiTation, or by strictly logical 
deduction from carefully established premises, being always re- 
quired. In any complete science this is so; but few sciences m 
lay claim to such completeness ; and in every case, especially in 
rapidly progressive sciences, it is needful to distinguish carefully 
between facts, and the theories founded upon them. The facts, 
supposing them to rest upon accurate observation, are immutable, 
yet the accurate determination of the facts themselves is a task of 
the greatest difficulty. Statements long received as facts are in 
consequence requiring and receiving modification from day to day. 
Still more constantly and necessarily do the explanations of ascer- 
tained facts vary from time to time, as the number of the facts 
increases, and our point of view becomes more elevated and en- 
larged. In geology, for example, — the order of succession of th« 
strata, their relative thickness, the nature of their fossil remains, 
the numerical proportions of each genus or each species of plant or 
animal present in each particular stratum, — ^these, and other detaili 
of a like nature, are facts regarding which no dispute need arise; 
but the time occupied by the deposition of each successive stratum, 
and the conditions under which the formation of the different 
strata took place, are matters of inference ; and the opinions which 
may be put forward respecting them are liable to modification. 

The man of science may, and often does propose a theory whick 
is quite inaccurate, though it may for a time pass current. It may 
even after it be known to be inaccurate, still have its uses, for, as 
observed by Lord Bacon, " truth emerges more rapidly from ermt 
than from confusion.'' ^ A theory may or may not appear to agree 
with what we have been accustomed to regard as the indications rf 
Scripture upon the subject. Its scientific value, however, must in 
all cases be decided simply by the test of its applicability to the 
explanation of the phenomena to which it refers, by the complete- 
ness with which it includes them all, and by its harmony with 
other portions of ascertained scientific truth. 

Science, like literature, has its romance. Let the imagination of 
its votaries have full scope, but do not brand them as infidels 
because their speculations do not accord with the simple language 
of Scripture. If the man of Science proclaims his hostility to the 
Bible, and attempts to undermine our faith on the strength of 
unproved speculations, by all means let him be treated as he 
deserves for so doing, A scientific theory can, however, only be 
refuted by the methods of scientific inquiry applicable to the 
particular case. 

It may happen that a poetical imagination, and the fascinations 
of genius, may for a while mislead even men of sober judgment; 
but eventually what is true will remain, whilst that which is 
visionary will vanish before the calm processes of inductive inves* 
tigation. Meantime, the impulse given by a fresh view opens out 
1 Novum Organum, Book II. Aphor. xx. 
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Dew lines of inquiry, and leads to observations in fresh fields, 
undertaken with the very object either of confirming, or of refuting 
the theory which has been broached; so that eventually much 
additional knowledge is acquired, and truth is established on a 
wider basis. 

Questions, for instance, such as those revived by Mr. Darwin 
regarding the origin of species, and the development of the various 
orders of animal life, are not to be decided by reference to the 
first chapter of Genesis ; but by considering, on the mathematical 
doctrine of probabilities, the possibility or impossibility of the con- 
currence of all the circumstances requisite to produce each of the 
countless series of transformations which would be needed, and 
by the evidence which can or cannot be adduced, of the actual 
"twcurrence of such a gradual and perpetual process of transforma- 
tion, either preserved imbedded in the strata of the earth, or 
^hibited in existing races of organised beings. 

Those who have not leisure, or knowledge sufl&cient to enable 
fliem to investigate this subject for themselves, will read with in- 
terest the following remarks of a late gifted and accomplished 
naturalist and palaeontologist : — 

'^ If the theory of progressive development in the Lamarckian 
sense be good for anything, the earliest creatures of which we find 
traces would be the simplest and lowest forms, not only of their 
ttbes, but of all creatures. To the practical geologist it is needless 
to say that such is not the case ; but so positively and frequently 
kas the statement to the contrary been put forward, that strong 
and repeated denials, and an appeal to facts over and over again, 
are necessary to convince numerous able men, many of them men 
of science, who are not practically conversant with geological 
Researches, let no fact is more certain than that the remains of 
the oldest animals yet discovered do not belong to the most rudi- 
mentary forms. Instead of sponges, hydroid zoophytes, bryozoa and 
"foraminifera, the simplest types which, under the conditions indicated 
by the strata, could be expected to occur in the most ancient 
palaeozoic deposits, we find asteroid and helianthoid zoophytes, 
cephalopods (the highest of Mollusca), Crachiopods, and trilo- 
* kites, . No person whose acquaintance with zoology is sufficient to 
enable him to estimate the position in the animal series of a cuttle- 
fish or a crustacean, can for a moment hold the notion that the 
palaeozoic fauna was rudimentary, if he possesses any familiarity 
with the fossils of the Silurian system. Every day we are learning 
more and more to recognise the common-sense view that the 
appearance of genera and species in time has been from the 
beginning to the present determined simply by the physical condi- 
tions adapted for them. The Creator, willing that there should be 
no great epoch of desolation, has called into being species after 
apecies, organising each for the circumstances amidst which it was 
destined to live. 
. " Equally mischievous has been the misinterpretation at ^\v>j^\a- 
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logical discoveries^ especially of those which concern the embryonie 
conditions of beings. Vague analogies have been mistaken lor 
affinities, and the figurative language often necessarily used by tie 
anatomist has been received as literal by writers unacquaintel 
with anatomical science.''^ 

This criticism of the theories of development was written bcfiw 
the publication of the work of Mr. Darwin, but is not the tai 
valuable or important in its bearing upon these specuIatioQi^ 
although the subsequent discovery of the foraminiferous Eosm 
Catiadense in the Laurentian rocks, which are still older than ib 
Silurian scries, might have led the writer to modify some of ib 
expressions employed in the foregoing quotation. 

Take again the recent observations and speculations respecting 
the antiquity of man. We must try them not simply by their 
agreement with the dates set down in the margins of our Bibki^ 
(a system of chronology, be it remembered, of recent adoptioo, 
and by no means uniformly accepted, even by Biblical studenta^ 
though Scripture chronology, from the nature of the case, forni 
the most important of the collateral objects for consideration; b«4 
wc must carefully sift the evidence which the actual observatioM 
supply, giving due weight to all the facts : and then, whether tb 
results of our inquiry agree or do not agree with the opinions H 
have hitherto entertained upon the subject, we must accept tk 
conclusions to which they lead, with a readiness to retain or mr^^ 
them as the further discovery of new facts may require. 

In such a case as the one to which we are now referring, it ■ 
especially needful to hold our judgment in suspense, and patienflj 
to await the results of further investigation. No certain condu- 
sions as to the exact periods of time required for the accumulatioB 
of these so-called prehistoric remains of the human race have it 
present been arrived at. Amongst those even who have very cart- 
fully studied the subject, the most remarkable diflFerences of opinioi 
prevail as to the probable lapse of time which has occurred during 
the formation of the very same deposit. It is clear, therefore, tin* 
we are at present in want of data to enable us to form a correft 
judgment. 

In short, in such questions as the origin of species, the antiqnitj 
of man, the nebular theory of the formation of suns and planeti, 
and some others, it must be remembered, that many of the 
diflBculties which they appear to present to the student of the! 
Bible arise not from the facts which have been proved respecting 
them, but from hypotheses which have been proposed with regard 
to them on data often very incomplete. 

It must, however, be frankly admitted, that many of the facts 
brought to light by the researches of the geologist cannot, in the 
present state of our knowledge, be reconciled with the Mosuc 
account of Creation ; and the various attempts which have been made 
at different times to harmonize the two have only served to renda 
^ Literary Papers of the late Professor Edward Forbes, F.R.S. 1856 (pp. 14-16). 
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the difficulty more apparent. In some eases^ indeed^ the teachers 
of religion themselves have done serious mischief; at one time, by 
Bttempts to accommodate the language of Scripture to the facts^ so 
as entirely to pervert its meaning ; at another, from ignorance of 
the elementary principles of Science, by offering explanations which 
are puerile and absurd. 

Suspense is at all times painful ; and in consequence of the 
importance of the issue, men who are earnestly religious call upon 
the man of science to clear up the difficulty. He, too, it may be, 
is as anxious to do so as those who invoke his aid, but he feels and 
acknowledges his inability. The accounts do not agree, if the 
Scripture language is to be literally interpreted ; and when pressed 
for an answer, he is compelled in this, as in so many other cases, 
to confess his ignorance, and to be content to wait for further 
knowledge. 

Is it, then, the duty of the man of science — as some excellent 
persons would persuade us — ^is it his duty to spend his strength 
m attempting at all risks to reconcile his own language with 
diat of Scripture? Ought he at once, when any new view or 
new discovery is promulgated, to consider its bearing upon what is 
lupposed to be the teaching of the Bible on the subject, and to 
Impose or support the new hypothesis or alleged discovery accord- 
ingly ? Ought he, by way of proving his love to his Master, to 
Oideavour to point out the particular facts in Science which may 
be adduced in support of particular phrases of Scripture, or in 
Ulustration of certain lines of thought and argument which may 
lave been adopted by the writers of the Bible ? 

It appears to me that the encouragement of such attempts 
- proceeds from most mistaken views both of duty and of policy. 
Science, as we have already remarked, is in its nature progres- 
j tt?e; so that there is danger in such cases of supporting what is 
[; essentially true, by reasoning based upon something essentially 
^inaccurate. In such instances, the failure of the attempt is liable 
[ to bring ridicule upon the subject it was designed to defend ; 
whilst an objector not unfrequently succeeds in persuading him- 
[ self, and sometimes others also, that, by refuting the weak and 
; enroneous argument, he has refuted the statement of Scripture 
: which it was supposed to sustain. 

4. What, then, is the general result of the study of Science 
npon the minds of its cultivators ? 

The study of the objects of the material world cannot fail to 
strike every modest or pious observer with admiration at the 
i wonderful and manifold proofs they exhibit of adaptation of 
\ means to the ends which they subserve — adaptations varied 
; exactly to meet each variation of circumstances ; and thus, to 
. a devout mind, they offer perpetual and ever-new illustrations of 
j beneficent contrivance on the part of an infinitely wise and in- 
' finitely powerful Creator : or, in the words of Sir J. Herschel, 
'' No doubt the testimony of natural reason, on wVisitevet ex.^x<i\^^?i^ 
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must of necessity stop sliort of those truths which it is the objeet 
of Revelation to make known ; but, while it places the existence 
and principal attributes of a Deity on such grounds as to render 
doubt absurd, and atheism ridiculous, it unquestionably opposes no 
natural or necessary obstacle to further progress.^ 

Nevertheless, whilst we strongly insist upon the importance of 
keeping distinctly in view the different objects to be attained by 
the study of the Bible and of Science, and upon the duty of 
patience and humility in receiving the teaching of each, we nnat 
not overlook the great benefits which religion has conferred upo» 
Science, nor those which Science, in return, has procured fa 
religion. The constant regard for truth, and the integrity oE 
purpose which the pure morality of the Grospel enforces, an 
quaUties which are eminently necessary to all who would pursne 
Science with effect ; and the constant leavening influence of tke 
Bible in rendering these moral virtues more prevalent, eyen 
among those who do not acknowledge its sway, is not the less red 
because it is often overlooked. At the same time, by the steaij 
beacon which Scripture holds forth as to the future, and ita 
comfort it affords by pointing out to the soul the mode by whii 
it may become at one with its Maker, it stills the natural anxiety 
of the spirit, and gives it a calmness and a sobriety of purpose 
which is highly favourable to the prosecution of scientific inquiry. 

But it must be acknowledged that Science, in her turn, h« 
largely reciprocated the benefits she has received. At a perioi 
when much of the thinking power of Europe had been consumed 
in casuistry, monkish disputes, absurd legends, and the overlaying 
of Scripture with a vast heap of useless commentary, Science- 
in the persons of Copernicus, Galileo, Bacon, Kepler, Descartes, 
Newton, Leibnitz, and many others — gave a new turn to thougbt, 
imparted vigour and method to men's studies, and thus, by a r^tf 
action, vastly improved and gave tone to Biblical inquiries. 

The habit of scientific investigation tends naturally to developo 
and strengthen certain mental characteristics. Among these ve 
may mention candour and caution, enforced by experience of th 
facility with which error may be mistaken for truth. The constant 
need of watchfulness against self-deception, and the logical training 
which scientific researches require, though hostile to credulity a» 
superstition, render the mind only the more alive to proofs of 
creative power and wisdom, and predispose it to acts of adoration 
and praise. A deep love of truth for its own sake is another rf 
the marks of the genuine scientific spirit; and this love of truth 18 1 
not calculated to foster any but feelings of reverence towards the 
great Author of all truth ; whilst the boundless views of Creation 
opened to him on the one hand, with the perpetually recurring 
proofs, on the other, of his absolute ignorance of the essential, 
nature of any single object, instead of inclining the man of 
science to an overweening confidence in self, must lead him to 
^ Discourse on the Study of Natural Philosophy, Ed. 1838 (p. 7). 
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idmit that the attitude of reverent humility, in the consciousness 
>f the limited range of his powers, is the only one befitting a being 
irho has been permitted to catch some glimpses of the infinite 
vhich surrounds him on every side. Sceptical men, no doubt, are 
;o be found in the ranks of Science, as they are in other classes, 
)ut their scepticism is their own, and cannot be attributed to the 
scientific nature of their pursuits. 

6. The influence of the idea of law on religious thought. 

The general result of all scientific investigation is to show 
^e definite relation of all the phenomena of nature to certain 
[properties originally impressed upon matter by the will of the 
Creator. In consequence of the existence of these properties, 
the same results always follow when the same preliminary circum- 
stances concur ; or, as it is commonly said, " the laws of nature 
ftl« fixed and uniform." The conviction that this is so is, in fact, 
the basis of all Science. 

Now, a law, of necessity, implies a lawgiver, and the more 
rimple and comprehensive the law — the more varied the conditions 
mider which it is applicable, the higher does our estimate become 
of the msdom and intellectual grasp of the mind by which it was 



The most universal of the^Haws of nature" hitherto discovered 
is that which regulates the mutual attraction of two or more 
masses of matter with a force varying directly as the mass, and 
inversely as the square of the distance between them ; and the 
application of this law by Newton to the explanation of the 
movements of the heavenly bodies and to the mechanism of the 
universe, is the most memorable instance of the employment of a 
Bcientific truth in the interpretation of the phenomena of nature. 
How does our perception of the vast consequences which flow 
from a principle apparently so simple exalt our ideas of the wisdom 
that could devise, and the power that could apply it, upon a scale 
limited only by the universe itself 1 

True it is, that in some cases — since every good may be per- 
verted — true it is, that now and then we find the interposition of 
the idea of law leading a mind not previously imbued with reverent 
feeling towards the Creator to forget the lawgiver, and to imagine 
that all is explained when once the phenomena have been referred 
to the law which regulates their action ; but this, it is needless to 
Say, is the fault of the individual, who could pervert the most 
glorious display of creative power and wisdom into an excuse for 
reducing all things to the inevitable consequences of a blind 
necessity — a mere result of the fortuitous concurrence of co- 
existing atoms. Such absurdities are not worthy of a moment's 
Serious consideration. 

Under the influence of this idea of all-prevailing law, some 
Would even attempt to reduce the miracles of our Lord to the 
operations of what they are pleased to term some higher law. Do 
Hot let us be blinded or perplexed by such sophisms, which a.^^^^ 
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in some instances to have misled even reverent men who deareto 
uphohl the authority of the Bible. What is the object of a mirade 
if it be not^ as our Lord declared it was^ a direct intervention d 
more than human power for a special purpose (it matters little 
whether by suspending on that occasion the ordinary li^ws^ or by 
bringing into exercise higher laws unknown to man), as a proof of 
the possession of divine authority on the part of Him who exe^ 
cised the power ? 

If the motive be sufficient^ and the occasion adequate, wliere 
is the difficulty of believing tliat He who made all things, and ^ 
ordained all law, can, for a purpose, suspend the ordinary opera- 
tions of those laws ? Now, the necessity of a divine revelation to 
illuminate the spiritual darkness of mankind is but too sadlj 
attested by history, which proclaims the constant and eameit 
search after spiritual truth by the reflecting portion of mankiDd 
in all ages. History further exhibits to us the gross and degrading 
superstitions into which the different tribes of the human raee 
have fallen in their vain attempts to find God by their own on- 
aided efforts. At the same time it displays the uncertainty whid 
has prevailed upon the most momentous questions — such as the 
immortality of the soul, and a future state of rewards and punish- 
ments — even among the most enlightened nations of the woiU, 
previously to their reception of the doctrines of the Bible. 

If, then, it should have pleased Gk>d to make known to msB 
truths such as these, it seems to be needful that a revelaidon of 
such immense importance should be accompanied by some ex- 
ternal proofs of the Divine authority upon which it professes to 
be founded; and we shall find it difficult to imagine .a mow 
appropriate or a more convincing mode of proof, than is afforded 
by miracles performed upon occasions where such sanctions seemed 
to be specially required. 

The old objection, — ^that if all things are ordered by strict laws, 
in consequence of which all events must follow each other ia 
necessary sequence, prayer must be in vain — ^is &om time to time 
revived by prayerless men. To such objectors I would commend 
the following remarks by the Duke of Argyll: — 

"We hear of rigid and universal sequence — necessary-^B' 
variable — of unbroken chains of cause and effect, no link of 
which can, in the nature of things, be ever broken. And thii 
idea grows upon the mind until, in some confused manner, it ii 
held as casting out the idea of Purpose in creation, and inconr 
sistent with the element of will. ... It is by altering the con- 
ditions under which any given law is brought to bear, and by 
bringing other laws to operate upon the same subject, that onr 
own wills exercise a large and increasing power over the material 
world." And, again : " There is no observed order of facts which 
is not due to a combination of forces ; and there is no combination 
of forces which is invariable — none which are not capable of 
change in infinite degrees. In these senses — and these are the 
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mraon senses in which law is used to express the phenomena of 
iture — law is not rigid, it is not immutable, it is not invariable, 
it it is, on the contrary, pliable, subtle, various,"^ 
Can it be supposed that the Almighty Ruler of all is tied by a 
icessity from which experience teaches us that His creature is 
56 ? When prayer has been offered for a particular blessing, and 
aen the blessing sought appears to have been granted, does it 
en follow that the ordinary course of events has really been 
.anged, in order that that answer shall have been given ? Who 
all say but that He that is perfect in knowledge foresaw the 
iiyer, and so arranged the course of circumstances that the 
iswer followed in natural sequence ? 

But it may then be urged, if so, what is the use of prayer? To 
is we reply : First, it is an act of homage to God, rendered in 
►edience to the Divine command ; next, it procures a two-fold 
jnefit to the suppliant himself, — the one being the supply of the 
mt which prompted the prayer, the other, and often the more 
iportant blessing, the spiritual benefit derived from the exercise 

faith. 

True, indeed, every Christian has constant need to ask that he 
Ry be taught to pray aright ; too true it is that many a prayer is 
lly. Still, the abuse of any good thing is no argument against 
i proper use ; and you might as well try to persuade a man who 
lows by experience what true prayer is, — who has found its aid 

enabling him to resist temptation, and in obtaining effectual 
lidance in doubt and perplexity, — ^you might, I say, as well 
bempt to make such a man believe that he is not in possession of 
. inestimable privilege, as to convince one who has the blessing 

eyesight, that he is under a delusion in supposing that he has 
y advantage over a blind man. 

Let us here observe that the doctrine of a particular Providence 
in no wise contradicted by the occurrence of fixed laws in the 
aterial world. We know nothing of the laws which govern the 
iritual world ; that they are at least as perfect as those which 
>vern the physical world cannot be doubted ; but while our 
low ledge is so imperfect, while we see all things " darkly,'^ would 
not be wise, while fully admitting the demonstrations of Science, 

admit something upon the testimony of that volume which alone 
*ofesses to give us any clue to the mysteries of the soul ? The 
lact methods required by Science cannot be applied, nor ought 
ley to be applied to religion, the animating principle of which is 
ith. 

Are we wrong in asserting that discussions upon the efficacy of 
payer by those who never practise it, and who therefore do not 
now its value, are nearly as presumptuous and unbecoming on 
leir part, as it would be on the part of one who had never studied 
iemistry, to give an opinion on a fact or a law in that science ; or 

* Reign of Law, 2d ed. pp. 97, 98, 100, 
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for one who knew nothing of astronomy, to insist that the earUiii ■l'd 
a vast plain^ and that the sun moves round it ? \^ 

But there is another circumstance connected with theoccarrena 
of law in the external worlds on which I must say a few wordi 
Occasionally, even devout minds appear to find that the idea, tU 
all material objects obey fixed and unchangeable laws, has a 
tendency to check in them a feeling, the indulgence of which % 
regard as an absolute necessity of their spiritual nature,— 4b 
feeling of the presence of a personal God, who knows their tboaglit^|E: 
compassionates their peculiar infirmities, and supplies their indi- It. 
vidual needs. Personal communion or fellowship with a Fatherii 
heaven through the Lord Jesus is felt by every devout Christian til 
be the highest privilege of man upon earth. It is the aim of eveij 
spiritual mind to attain it in a measure. It is the life of prayer, 
and the animating principle of Christian hope. 

Here Science is powerless. But though the man of science,* 
such, has no more title to this privilege than the humblest or moil t 
ignorant of his fellows, he is not, by his science, debarred from th 
enjoyment of the condescending goodness of his Lord. Indeei iv 
" the natural man receiveth not the things of the Spirit of God; c 
for they are foolishness unto him : neither can he know them, l* 
cause they are spiritually discerned." (1 Cor. ii. 14.) But to 
weak and doubting soul there is the parting promise of our 
himself to the Apostles, " Lo ! I am with you alway, even unto 
end of the world." (Matt, xxviii. 20.) And it is He, who knoi 
the full extent of our ignorance and of our need, has said, 
and it shall be given you ; seek, and ye shall find ; knock, and 
shall be opened unto you," and again, "If ye, then, being ed|l 
know how to give good gifts unto your children, how much moiil 
shall your heavenly Father give the Holy Spirit to them thatii 
Him ? ^' (Luke xi. 9, and 13.) Let every one who feels the ned 
follow the admonition 1 

I have already alluded to the amazing growth of Science, and I 
may conclude by remarking that this growth, while it encourag* 
the lover of truth and of nature, ought at the same time to impiit 
caution. This wonderful and rapid development is of comparative^ 
modem date. Four hundred years ago the art of printing wasii 
its infancy, America was undiscovered, chemistry was represented 
by alchemy, astronomy by astrology. Vast as we think Science 
now, what we know is as nothing compared with what remainstfl 
be known. Man may go on in the ages to come working ^ 
Science with increased activity and success ; still he will W 
advance a few steps forward into the dark infinity that lies befti^ 
him. Christianity, on the contrary, unlike Science, is a complctti 
scheme. There is to be no new revelation while the present ordtf 
of things continues. We must take Christianity as it is revealed 
to us, or not at all. There are no discoveries to reward the explorer,' 
the vast body of learning and of divinity which ages have aeon 
mulated is of no value except it is in harmony with the Christia 
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scheme. The poor man can do without it, the rich and the 
intellectual man does not need it so far as the salvation of his 
soul is concerned. Indeed^ all Scripture itself may be said to be 
Taluable, mainly as it illustrates the culminating truth, '^Christ 
Jesus came into the world to save sinners." (1 Tim. i. 15.) 
Science can only be cultivated successfully by those who have 

Secial gifts, specially trained. Christianity is best cultivated by 
e lowly, by the poor, by the little child ; and the greatest man of 
idence can only become a good Christian by imitating these in 
ipint. 
Such is the distinction between Science and Christianity. 



The Rev. H. B. Tristkam (Greatham, Stockton) read the fol- 
lowing Paper : — 

The Bible and Science : by both God speaks in different tongues 
«nd various modes. Yet collisions have occurred since the modern 
advance in physical science. The knowledge thus acquired has 
been formed into a materialistic view of the world, appealing only 
to material facts. On the other h^d religious faith refuses to 
fimit its influence to one province of the intellectual life. It would 
leaven every thought of the mind, and bring all into harmony with 
jitaelf. We must therefore strictly define their relative boundaries, 
^^lach has to do with facts, but the realm of fact extends beyond 
vhat is evident to the senses. 

Theology deals with facts concerning which Science knows 
Bothing, and which she has therefore no right to deny. Science 
:^4eals with a circle of knowledge to which Theology has nothing to 
4l^ly. Science searches how God has acted. She investigates his 
feols and his instruments. The Bible tells us why God acted, and 
>liat were the moral ends in view. Science, therefore, cannot step 
♦eyond her province and limit to Theology the rules by which she 
Aall proceed on her course. One thing Theology must require, 
d«e there can be no harmony between them. She cannot allow 
Science to presume on her omniscience, and to assert the antecedent 
n&possibility of the Creator's intervention. 

As the Saturday Review recently stated, " It may be granted at 
CMdce that special objections to the supernatural ought in fairness 
to be put aside as fatal, not only to the claims of Scripture, but of 
Buy professing revelation, and inconsistent with an intelligent 
Miceptance of the principle of Theism." This is our one postulate, 
the recognition of which will harmonise every jarring discord. 
We have no trysting-place with the physiologist who declares that 
his analysis exhausts the subject; that mind is nothing but nerve 
force, and mental movement nothing but the rapid coursing of nerve 
Currents. ** A law of nature is but a formula for expressing the 
Sequence which it has no power to originate. A force of nature is 
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itself but a mediam and an instrument, and has no claim to be 
regarded as a cause." ^ 

The thcist cannot take an d priori objection to the supematunL 
Nay, we know not but the supernatural may be by law. As Bab- 
bagc has shown that there may be a machine operating onifonnl; 
for 10,000 times, or for any irregular number of times, and thei 
varying its result; capriciously^ it must be said, or beyond aoj 
calculation that could be formed by the observation of its ordinsj 
working. ^Yhat we are entitled to look for in revelation is notib 
absence of the supernatural, but that " whenever scientific subjedi 
enter into the narration there be found in it that general harmoij 
with observation and phenomenal fact which shall make the doo- 
mcut intelligible to all readers, and in its leading and essentol 
features true to all time/' ^ 

There are certain facts which the Bible lays down a priori, vd 
to which physical science has nothing to say, as the Godhead, vd 
its nature, the Soul, the Fall, Redemption. There are otbo^ 
such as the unity of the human race, intimately connected wilk 
Christian doctrine, which we may safely leave in the hands of thai 
men of science, who, without taking scriptural grounds, have (xnor 
bated the theorists on their own field, and that with triomphai v. 
success. 

There is a third class of facts, less closely bound up wit 
Christian doctrine, but in which it is very often imagined ihi ^ 
science has established conclusions at variance with the presanm ^ 
truthfulness of the Scripture record. They are chiefly the Moi 
cosmogony, the Deluge, and the Antiquity of Man. Geoloffj 
proves beyond question an immeasurable antiquity for life, vegetM] 
and animal, upon the earth. Is there anything in Genesis tf 
variance with this fact ? The theories of reconciliation have beei 
as varied as the speculations of geologists. The most wi< 
received have been (1) That of Buckland, who conceived the whflk 
of the geologic aeons to be comprehended in Gen. i. 1. while verse J 
ushered in the present state of things. (2) The Cuvierian theory, 
rehabilitated by Hugh Miller, that the days of Genesis represent v«<' 
geological epochs; that God spread before the mind of Moses pictmei 
of His creative operations out of time, and that these periodi 
collate with the geologic classification of rocks. A similar piano 
synchronizing biblical and geological aeons has been ably set fortk 
by Professor Dawson with a difference of detail. None of the* 
theories appear successfully to harmonise all difficulties, thoogb 
in all there probably is partial truth. Before attempting to interpwfc ' 
let us bear in mind the oft-repeated canon of St. Augustine, thit 
we must always interpret Scripture according to facts ; that if the 
facts require us to take another interpretation than that which il 
generally received, even though we may feel certain it was not the 
meaning present to the mind of the writers, we are not to hesitate 
(Aug. Conf. xii. and De Aug. ad Lit. i. 1.) The canon has beci 
1 Dr. Hannah in ConUmporary Review, * D. Moore. 
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jmphatically endorsed by Pascal and by a host of later theologians, 
^3) That Moses is giving an account of creation simply with refer- 
ence to man, not to cosmogony generally. (4) That he speaks 
according to occular appearance, not according to scientific facts. 
May we take an eclectic interpretation ? that the whole series of 
past seons is comprehended in Gen. i. -1^ and that the historian then 
takes his stand on the globe as it appeared at the close of the glacial 
epoch. The returning warmth is rapidly transforming the snows 
and glacier into masses of dense vapour which obscure all light. 
Gradually the light penetrates once more to the surface on the 
first day. Then the vapours are formed into lighter clouds or con- 
densed into rivers and seas drained off the land on the second. 
Following this, the creation of cereals and fruits, fit for man, is the 
work of the third day. The rapid clearing of the mists render 
the sun and moon and stars distinctly visible on the fourth. The 
creation of the lower animals useful to man occupies the two 
mcceeding days ; and, lastly, man crowns the mammalian edifice. 
It seems indifferent whether we take the days to signify seons or 
actual days. " One day is with the Lord as a thousand years.*' 

Without entering into the scientific theory that light and the 
earth did exist before the sun, Rosenmiiller has clearly shown 
Uiat the words yehi moroth " Let there be lights/^ do not imply 
sreation, but application to use, " Let lights served Moses omits 
lom his account all the other portions of the globes, and all those 
admals and plants which, adapted to, or having survived, the cold 
i the glacial epoch, struggled on into the present period. His 
aupose is to set forth the provision made for man; those plants, 
nch as corn and fruits, of which we find no trace till the time of 
dan's advent ; and those animals, as the sheep, the ass, and the 
amel, which, provided for his special use, seem to have started 
dth him into existence. The explanation is not submitted with 
4iy wish to impose it on Scripture, but merely as a possible recon- 
iliation in the present state of our knowledge, and as an evidence 
hat the history of Genesis is no myth, but a summary of real 
stents, as they would appear to a speculator at one point of the 
i&rth's surface. " Lo, these are parts of His ways, but how little a 
K>rtion is heard of Him ! " (Job xxvi. 14.) - 

Another supposed collision between Scripture and Science has 
leen the account of the Deluge. It was formerly the common 
)elief that the Deluge had covered the surface of the whole earth. 
But the Hebrew text requires no such inference. The expression, 
'all the high hills that were under the whole heaven" is identical 
nth another passage, "all nations that are under the whole 
leaven '' (Deut. ii. 25), when, by the context, only Canaan and 
ts neighbourhood is meant. Under the whole heaven, i.e. the 
ictnal horizon. Again, long before the researches of science 
required it, two of our greatest commentators, Stillingfleet and 
St. Poole, maintained two hundred years ago, that the Deluge 
ras only partial. Ages before many rabbiniccd comment^tot^ lk»A 
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held tlint the Deluge was not universal. We must so internet 
the record as to avoid impossibilities; and we are guilty indeed, if 
in cxaggcratiug the demands of Scripture upon men^s £uth beyanl 
what the text requires, we drive them into scepticism. PainU 
therefore it is to note the almost ferocity with which, in hiB eagernei 
to cast ridicule on the inspired record. Dr. Colenso, ignoring tk 
arguments of Bishop Stillingfleet and M. Poole^ ignoring tk 
Hebrew text, niaiutains that no other interpretation than thik 
of an universal Deluge is possible. Natural history has long 
since shown the physical impossibility of including all existing V*] 
animals and birds within the ark. Further, we find the variov ' 
areas of the globe teuanted by distinct animals and plants. An 
we to be asked to believe that after the subsidence of the watea 
the whole fauna and flora of vast continents were transported lib 
the Virgin's house to Loretto, without leaving a solitary repifr 
sentative behind ? that the kangaroo and emeu reached Australia 
the apteryx, New Zealand, the dodo, Mauritius^ the eland, Sootk 
Africa, miraculously borne through the air, for by no other modo 
could such creatures have travelled? But the Word of Goi 
requires no such draft on our credulity. The problem is satisfiei 
by such a submergence as would destroy man in his then h<m 
the plains of Central Asia to the Persian Gulf. Zoology ani 
botany show us that the whole non- arctic flora and fauna of Aft 
northern Old World point to that district as the centre when» 
they radiated ; and geology tells us, not only of the great proha- 
biUty of such an event as the Deluge, from the vast shallow latat 
depressions, and salt-fields of Central Asia, but speaks of oscilla- 
tions of level in the land, some at no distant period, and othen 
actually now in operation, which, regulated by no law that Bcien» ' 
has yet discovered, might by the steady depression of the lant 
and then by its equally steady elevation, have produced precisdl 
the effects which Moses describes. Of such depressions and 
elevations the existence of every stratified rock beneath our feeti* 
a living testimony. The unscientific assertion of Dr. Colenso, tW 
if Ararat had been covered, so must also have been the Aade^ 
had been demolished, by anticipation, by Hugh Miller in tte 
*' Testimony of the Rocks." 

Here I may observe that neither the record of Creation nor thit 
of the Noahchian deluge necessarily militates against the doctrina 
of the variation and evolution of species by what are called natuiil 
laws. The record tells the fact, not the mode of creation. Aol 
there is surely nothing contrary to revelation in the view heldbf 
many scientific men, that under the modifying effects of clima:^ I 
and situation, individual peculiarities have become stereotyped, anJj 
have formed races or species more or less widely differing firo© 
their progenitors, but each exactly adapted to the conditions undff 
which it is found. If we admit not this, we are driven to the 
theory of innumerable distinct centres of creation, not only fof 
the six great continental regions, but for most of the islands of the 



Mev. H. B. Tristram. 183 

ean. And yet the opponents of these views would scarcely main- 
in, e.g. the distinct creation of the water-hen of Tristan d'Acunha, 
lich differs from the common gallinule of the continent in having 
orter wings incapable of flight, a power which in so small an 
and would soon have ensured the destruction of the species, 
milarly Mauritius, Bourbon, Rodriguez, Seychelles, the groups 
the Atlantic islands would each require a distinct creation. 
Besides, we admit that man, springing from a common origin, 
8 come to vary so widely that the acquired differences are never 
tt, as in the case of the negro, the Bed Indian, and every other 
se differing from the Caucasian. If we admit variation in man, 
ly are we to hold the theory, atheistic in its tendency, when 
plied to the lower animals? But while animals were created 
;er their kind, ie,, in varying species, there is no such expression 
the record of the creation of man. The Biblical history of man 
undoubtedly founded on the unity of the species, and all Science 
« tended to confirm this. 

Sut on the chronology of man's history much discussion has 
;ely arisen. Now, whUe fully granting that it is not of faith to^ 
Id that the genealogies from Adam to Abraham were meant as 
act measures of man's existence on the earth, whether we take 
rchbishop Ussher's Chronology of 2,008 years from Adam to 
brnham, or the Alexandrian Septuagint of 3,474, we may inquire 
aether Science has yet established any incontrovertible facts to 
ove an antiquity wholly irreconcilable with the Scripture record ? 
agerly though geologists have searched, the earliest traces of man 
' his works yet found are subsequent to the glacial epoch. This 
one limit. We know, too, from geology, that the plants which 
jrnish the staple food of man are of very recent introduction. So 
man existed before, there must have been an entirely different 
ructure in the earliest specimens. But anthropologists have never 
roduced a skeleton of this antique man of a low type. The fossil 
lan of Guadaloupe has long since been exploded. The two most 
Qcient acknowledged skulls are those of the cave of Engis and 
Teantherdal, found with the bones of animals now extinct. Of the 
Jngis skull. Professor Huxley observes, " It is, in fact, a fair average 
kiQl, which might have belonged to a philosopher, or might have 
ontained the thoughtless brain of a savage.'' Of the Neantherdal, 
iC says, " Its comparative large cranial capacity, overlaid though it 
ic by pithecoid bony walls, and the completely human proportions 
f the accompanying limb bones, indicate that the first traces of 
he primordial stock, whence man has proceeded, need no longer 
e sought by those who entertain any form of the doctrine of 
regressive development in the newest tertiaries." Thus the 
Ivocate of the theory abandons all proof in any yet discovered 
:eleton. 

The other arguments for the vast antiquity of man are four- 
Id: — 1. From the rude flint weapons found in the drift and 
ider peat, 2. From remains found in proximity to those of 
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extinct animals. 3. From the varieties of language; and, 4 Prom 
the time required for dispersion. 

As to the time required for dispersion, even the least acccessibk l 
regions liiivc been peopled almost yesterday by barbarous raoes^ r: 
The Malays had only colonized New Zealand about 160 yean z 
before its discovery by the Dutch. The whole of the islands of i! 
the Pacific had been colonized by the same race within but a few \i 
generations. The Esquimaux can wander across half a contiii0it 7, 
in a year. Ilcsearch into the remains and traditions of South and 
Central Africa seems to prove that the advent of man into thoae 
regions was very recent. The monuments of Guatemala yidd 
evidence that they were scarcely older than the invasion of tbe 
Spaniards. 

As to language, we never can have any unit of measure by whidi 
to theorize on the time required for its formation. Isolated tribes 
iu new situations will change their^ language according to thk 
new circumstances. They lose the names and ideas linked with 
forgotten lands; they form new terms for new necessities. We 
know how rapidly the English language was moulded in civiliied 
times. We know that each Pacific group had formed a distinct 
dialect^ and changed the consonants, from mere isolation, without 
change of circumstances. We see how, in spite of daily intercourse^ 
of a similar climate, of an identical literature, of continuous immi- 
gration, the Americans are changing our mother tongue. Professor 
Max Miiller, strongly maintaining the original unity of language^ 
adds, '^ The historical changes of language may be more or less 
rapid, but they take place in all times and in all countries." 

But the remains of man have at length been found associated 
with those of extinct animals. This merely brings the existence 
of animals now extinct lower down to us, rather than lifts man 
into an immeasurable antiquity. Animals are even now becoming 
daily extinct. In our own lifetime the great auk, the PhiUp Island 
nestor, the beautiful pigeon of Mauritius, and many others. Lave 
come to be numbered with the things that were. The gigantic 
moa, the huge dodo, and others too numerous to recount, have 
perished within two centuries. The remains of man or his works 
have been found with the bones of the auerochs, the marsh cow, 
the cave bear, the cave lion, the mammoth, the extinct hippopo- 
tamus, the Irish elk, and now also with the woolly rhinoceros. 
But along with these are the bones of the now existent wolf, foXj | 
ox, reindeer, red-deer, elk, beaver, and even the field-mousd ^ 
Nothing here proves immeasurable antiquity. The mighty auerodi 
has become extinct in historic times, long since Csesar described it 
abundant in Germany. The mammoth has been found raw and 
bloody among the ice of the Lena in Siberia. Who can say that 
the lion of Homeric tradition, and the lions recorded by Herodotus 
in Thrace were not the last lingerers of the huge Felis spelaat 
I listened with intense interest to Mr. Pengelly's account at 
Dundee of the human remains found in Kent's Cavern with other 



Rev. H. B. Tristram, 185 

[mals. They prove their contemporaneity, but they carry us no 
•ther back than the fact of co-existence. 

As inconclusive seem the arguments drawn from the weapons and 
xiains of man in the drift or the peat. The wandering outcasts 
►m civilization had only rude weapons of flint or stone, for they 
d no means of forging metals ; and these rude implements lingered 

the nooks and corners, remote from centres of influence and 
Dught, long after a higher civilization had covered Southern Asia 
d the shores of the Mediterranean. It has not been proved that 
3 so-called ages of stone, bronze, and iron, were not actually 
Qchronous ; that, while the civilized inhabitants of the valleys of 
a Euphrates and the Nile were smelting iron, and the Homeric 
roes of Greece forging bronze, the rude hunters of Scandinavia 
d the fish-eaters of the Kjokken-Moddens of Denmark were not 
iricating their rude knives and arrow-heads of flint. So in the 
my of Xerxes, men were gathered under the same leader who 
ed weapons of stone, bronze, and iron. Thus, when Vancouver 
plored the western coasts of North America, the Indians there 
iployed only flint weapons. Since that time they have obtained 
>n from other tribes ; and while their old camps are strewn with 
at chips and arrow-heads, Mr. Lord tells us their descendants 
.ve not only lost the art of fabricating such weapons, but have 
It the very tradition of their use. 

Again, the pile-dwellings of Switzerland, so graphically described 
»• Sir J. Lubbock and others, exactly like those used by certain 
habitants of the Eastern Archipelago, may have been inhabited 

the time of Csesar, and supply us with no relic of animals that 
ive become extinct before the historic period. Nor do the shell 
5aps of Denmark necessarily land us in a period of vast antiquity. 
lie Danish forests have changed from pine to oak, and from oak 
• beech. But I have seen in Canada pine forests accidentally 
irnt, and tracts of many miles extent laid waste, while the maple 
id the birch were springing among the blackened stumps. So 
lay the savage have accidentally burnt the forests of Denmark, 
hen the oak would supplant the Scotch fir, and more slowly the 
eech have .succeeded the oak. 3,000 or 4,000 years might have 
reduced all the changes of the forests of Denmark. 

Much stress has been laid on the growth of peat over human 
lonuments. But we have no data on which to estimate the rate 
f the growth of peat. Nothing is more variable. In cleared 
ountries it is much slower than in virgin forest districts. Where 
here is no drainage, the fall of a tree or any other obstruction 
aoses its increase most rapidly, as is constantly seen in America. 
Sven in the island of Lewes the peat has accumulated six feet 
ince the druidical period, and since the forests were cleared. On 
isiting the Carse of Gowrie, a fortnight since, I learned that not 
nly stone implements but bronze weapons have been dug up at 
tehtertyre and Blair Drummond, under eight fee tof peat ; and that, 
Iso, at the same depth, a road had been uncovered, formed of 
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trees about eight feet in diameter, with smaller trees i 
them, and brushwood over all, crossing the moss of Kii 
towards the Roman road, passing between the Moss and tl 
Thus eight feet of peat have accumulated since the Roman 

As to the mud deposits in the deltas of rivers, it is now 2 
by many observers that disturbing causes have periodical 
over these large areas, and that we have no certain basis, 1 
to the mode or the rate of deposit. 

Lastly, we come to the drift remains, as those of Abbevi 
these Mr. Frestwick has remarked that the evidence does i 
man back in past times more than it brings forward tl 
extinct mammalia towards recent times. We cannot 1 
assume that the Somme always ran at its present level, 
there have not been oscillations in the level of the surface, 
is reason to suppose the valley has been subject to n 
Even if this were not so. Sir C. Lyell has adduced the ins 
a river in Sicily which has cut a passage several hundred £ 
and from 40 to 50 feet deep, through lava, in 250 years 
may not the Somme have done through soft chalk in 4,00 
Besides, we must take into account the former severit 
winters, the greater floods in spring as the ice broke up, \ 
a volume of water far exceeding any present supply, an 
sudden rush capable of filling up valleys and cutting new ( 
as sudden rains have been known in the present day to bu 
valleys in the Andes; or, as the Bishop of New Zealand 
last night, of the landslip which overwhelmed a village in j 

But we are met by the fact of great changes of leve 
earth's sui*face since man's first appearance. We reply, 
have no scale by which to measure the rate of these movei 
the causes of which we are still wholly ignorant. We 1 
present rate of the elevation of Sweden per century. 'V 
from the Roman works in the harbours that the coast of 
has not altered since that epoch ; while Sir C. Lyell has s 
that the western coast of Scotland must have risen 20 t 
since the Roman occupation. Galleys have been found, 
metallic tools, even with a cork plug, which must have coi 
Italy or Spain, capsized or stranded in Glasgow, 20 feet a 
present sea-level. So Mr. Darwin discovered on the coast 
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af Religion; too often a bondwoman dealt hardly with by her 
mistress, and fleeing from her face into the wilderness — the 
wilderness of free thought ; the hand of her sons is against every 
mfui, and every man^s hand against them. Rather, say we, Return, 
Bkot as a servant, but a sister, sister beloved by you and by me. 
Have we not one Father? 

And if by the discoveries of Science we be for a moment per- 
plexed as to the meaning of the inspired writer, pray we with 
St. Augustine : — ''Do Thou, O Lord, either reveal that same sense 
"to us, or whatever other true one pleaseth Thee, that whether Thou 
discovered the same to us as to that Thy servant, or some other by 
the same words, lit tamenpascas nos, non error illudat.^' 



• Mr. R. S. Poole (of the British Museum) read the following 
iPajper : — 

- That terrible saying of our Lord's, "When the Son of Man 
Cometh, shall He find faith on the earth?'* whether it be a prophecy 
te a warning to the Church, the guardian of faith, is certainly a 
Warning, lest she contribute to deprive mankind of that precious 
gii't she was placed here to maintain. 

The conflicts that have arisen between the Church and science 

wi to the relation of the Bible and science have been fruitless, ex- 

; eept in loss to the Church. Each new discovery has seemed to the 

: Cnurch contrary to the Bible, has been condemned as false, and 

^ then, haying been proved true, has been accepted, and seen to be in 

accordance with the Bible. Yet, in each case, the Church has 

wjjuiesced too late, and scientific men have drifted away into a 

feithless desert of their own. 

I do not speak of those men of science who refuse to believe any- 
thing that they cannot prove by mere human reasoning. Such 
pen would never have belonged to any Church. To them, neither 
inspiration nor revelation has any meaning. But they would do 
wisely were they to confess that there are limits to human thought. 
Creation will ever remain a mystery beyond human wisdom. Life 
»nd death will ever remain mysteries. Could they but listen to the 
voice of conscience, to the testimony of Scripture, to the teaching of 
the Church, to all revealed religion has done to raise mankind above 
the almost brutal savages ; could they but listen to the yearnings 
of their best instincts, and the disappointed regrets of their dearest 
hopes, they might see that there is a spiritual world that will for 
ever remain beyond the cold analysis of philosophy, and that yet is 
^ound and about them, promising better things than all man's 
devisings to make this unhappy world endurable. 

Of such men as these I do not speak, but of a great and growing 
dass, who, haying studied God's works, regard them by a legitimate 
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deduction as unqaestionaLlj trae, and refuse to disbeln! 
evidence of their eyesight. Such a man was Gralileo ; sw 
were the geologists of forty years ago ; such men are now ; 
the ethnofogists. 

Now we are able to see plainly that there is nothing in S 
contrary to the earth's rotation, nothing contrary to the ge 
ages ; yet the legitimate deductions of ethnology are viewed 
Church in general as little short of heresy, leading to deisir 
to atheism ; to where, alas, so many have gone who might, h 
been less hardly used, have remained in the arms of th 
Mother, who received them for Christ as little children, 1 
will not be with them to speed them when they have to f 
great last problem that she alone can resolve. 

The Church of England is greater and more powerful th 
Ceaselessly her prayers and praises rise from the whole circu 
globe. Upon her dominion the sun never sets. Every rac 
her sway. She is richer, wiser, more learned, more zealo 
ever ; wider too in the confidence that she holds the truth, c 
on her banner Truth and Freedom. She alone can recon 
seeming antagonism of the Bible and Science. She has n 
mitted herself to infallibility, nor abandoned learning, nor t 
self down to narrow interpretations, nor given up the soli 
that the Bible is God's Word. She is free, and she is 
grapple with this great controversy. Let her not be wantin 

But why, some say, should the Church throw herself or 
into the arena where she has already failed ? Let science 
Church work independently. Let them, if you please, and 
will become, if it have not already, godless; while the 
deprived of the rank and file, without which battles are i 
will be but a monument to show what she once was, a Chur 
from the knowledge of the age, instead of its very leader, li 
not fear defeat if you will but be prepared. You assumed 
to be wrong, and were worsted : it will be the same if y 
ethnology in the same manner. Go into the enemy's 
study its character and resources, and you will very s( 
that your march will be not warfare, but the triumphant " 



Mr.R.S.Foole. ' 189 

Of one thing I am firmly persuaded : science will never injure 
e Bible. It is nearly two thousand years since philosophy attacked 
.e Bible; and what has philosophy done? Let her put her hand 
L a single scientific blunder.^ To me the marvel is, not that the 
ible is less scientific than one would expect, but that it was possible 

convey truth in human language to uncultivated hearers without 
ashing with science. Let us not suppose that the Bible teaches 
sience ; but let us rejoice that there is no hold for those who would 
y and weaken its authority by demolishing some little outwork, 
Xien they cannot touch the great central citadel, which is founded 
pen a Eock. 

We need more confidence in our cause : nothing ever can, nor ever 
ill, defeat it. Let us court inquiry ; let us pursue it ourselves : it 
"ill only lead to the confirmation of our faith. Look at the case of 
eology once more. How much in grandeur is gained by the simple 
arrative of Genesis, when we find it tells of vast ages, and recog- 
ises the existence of those wonderful creatures, which were uuburied 
nly in these last days, to enlarge our criticism and to give us wider 
iews of God's creative power. 

Let me, then, speak candidly of the present aspect of ethnology. 

The tendency of this science is towards one of two conclusions — 
ither that man inhabited this earth for many thousands of years, 
Old advanced, by a series of marked steps, from a savage to a 
dvilized condition, or that more races than one were created. 

The former opinion, I frankly admit, seems to me contrary to 
Scripture, It seems impossible to imagine Adam an utter barbarian, 
such as the miserable inhabitants of this country during the flint- 
period. Here the Bible and the scientific hypothesis seem at 
variance ; I say seem, purposely, for this hypothesis has not been 
yet carefully considered by believers. How of the other hypothesis ? 
At first sight, the idea of more races than one hurts one's religious 
and humane feelings, striking one as contrary to the explicit teach- 
ing of Scripture, and repugnant to one's best sympathies. But can 
it he true on Biblical grounds? Many scholars are now ready to 
admit that the evidence of the Old Testament is rather in favour of 
two races than of one. Let me review the evidence ; and as I do 
80, recollect, I pray you, the object with which I address you ; 
throw aside all predilections, and, with the candour of English 
Churchmen, give a brother Churchman a patient hearing. 

Take the history of Cain. Who was Cain's wife ? Rabbinical 
tradition replies, his sister. This, I take it, is one of those traditions 
which makes the Word of God of none effect. In the terrible 
enumeration of those unlawful marriages, and similar crimes, which 
were forbidden to the Israelites, and for the practice of which the 

Canaanites — the heathen Canaanites — ^were destroyed, as expressly 

stated in the 18th chapter of Leviticus, is the marriage of brother 

} This passage may be made clear by the remark that the Bible is fi*ee from those 
scientific absaraities which abound in some classical and mediseval scientific 'works, 
88, for instance, Pliny's Historia Naturalis (esp. Book viii) R. S. P. 
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and sister. God is the same yesterday, to-day, and for ever. He 
allowed tlie Israelites certain latitude for the hardness of thor 
hearts ; but I cannot 8uppt)8e He forced Cain and Seth to do tlut 
which He afterwards expressly forbade the Israelites, for which Ha 
visited the people of Canaan with a punishment beyond pawM 
The sinless Adam needed a sinless wife ; but, if there were another 
and a fallen race, why should not Cain and Seth have intermarried 
with them? To me it is a positive gain that we should find ii 
nature some hint that there were others tlian their sisters wift 
whom Adam's sons could marry. Similar evidence seems to le 
found in Cain's fear that he would be killed, and in his bnilding 
a city ; though both points may be easily explained in accordance 
with the common view. 

Very remarkable, however, are the passages as to the giant races. 
They are mentioned before the Flood ; they are mentioned after flifl 
Flood. They are not connected with Adam, and they are anterior 
in Canaan to the Canaanites. Let us look for a moment at the pas* 
sages. First of all we come upon the giants before the Flood- 
" the giants were in the earth in those days," not "there were 
giants in the earth in those days." We come upon the Bame 

Seople after the Flood, in Canaan, either as extinct or as a small 
ominant class. The Rephaim among the Philistines, the Anakim 
among the Amorites, yet remained in Joshua's tinie. The Zao- 
zummim and the Emim had perished. Here are nations without a 
pedigree among the Canaanites, Noah's descendants, and apparentlf 
anterior to them. The inference is obvious, though it may be an 
incorrect one. 

Still more remarkable is the use of two terms for man, adam and 
ish ; the first meaning Adam and his descendants, whether all man- 
kind or not ; the latter, simply mankind, whether including Adam 
and his descendants or not. These terms are sometimes so em- 
ployed as to seem to indicate two races. We find the following 
instances in the Psalms : — 

" Surely vanity [are] the sons of Adam : a lie [are] the sons of 
man." (Ps. Ixii. 9.) 

" Hear ye this, all peoples, give ye ear, all inhabitants of the 
world : both sons of Adam and sons of man together : rich and 
poor.;' (Ps. xlix. 1, 2.) 

It is very dilKcult to understand these passages as implying any- 
thing but two races. 

Supposing then that the evidence of the Old Testament does nO* 
seem repugnant to the theory of more races than one, what of the 
doctrinal passages in the New Testament which declare that by on^ 
man sin came into the world and was inherited by all men, and 
which contrast the first and the last Adam ? 

'* By one man sin entered into the world, and death by sin, an^ 
so death passed throughout to all men, for that all have sinned^' 
(Eom. V. 12.) 

" Since by a man [is] death, by a man [is] also the resurrectiotJ 
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' the dead : for as by Adam all die, even so by Christ shall all be 
ade aUve/' (1 Cor. xv. 21, 22.) 

I frankly admit the dijKculty of these passages when confronted 
ith any theory of the non- Adamite origin of part of mankind. 
It should be remembered, however, that St. Paul is a Shemite, 
ad his universal terms must not be too Japhetically interpreted. 
[e might mean that, as all who inherited Adam's nature died in 
Ldam, so all who partook of Christ's nature would live in Christ. 
le might take Adam as the federal head of mankind, and say that 
11 fell in him, as his was the last of a succession of falls, supposing 
t to be so. And it is not to be forgotten that our Lord, though 
be last Adam, was not the last man. And it does not seem 
mpossible that if there were two races, both had by the Apostle's 
ime been so far fused as that Adam was the ancestor of all existing 
nen. 

Against these weighty difficulties 1 would put the facts of the 
iniversal depravity of man, and the universal applicability of the 
jospel ; and then I would beg you to remember those other texts 
n which St. Paul protests against ethnical diversity as a religious 
iisqaalificatioh, as though he foresaw one of the controversies of 
Dur day. 

" Ye are all the sons of God by faith in Christ Jesus ; for as 
many of you as have been baptized into Christ have put on Christ : 
there is neither Jew nor Greek, there is neither bond nor free, there 
is neither male nor female ; for ye are all one [or " one man "] in 
Christ Jesus : and if ye [be] Christ's, then are ye Abraham's seed, 
[and] heirs according to the promise." (Gal. iii. 26, to end of chap.) 

From this and other passages that you will remember the Church 
may well take comfort, should she have to concede as an unpalatable 
truth the duality or plurality of races. If there be physical diversity 
there is religious equality ; if there be races not of Adam there can 
ke none that may not be of Christ. This is a truth science cannot 
«hake, a truth which will encourage us still to preach the Gospel 
to every creature. 

These opinions have been fully stated in a work I have edited, 
"The Genesis of the Earth and of Man," a work written by one of 
the first Semitic scholars of the day. 

Many may admit that there is much worth the thought of the 
karned in these questions of science, but that weightier matters, 
Defore which they are nothing, are the chief concerns of the clergy. 
Those who say so do not know what is seething in the minds of the 
tay ; they do not know that, whether by the channel of infidel 
publications or the comments of the papers, these veiy questions 
*re discussed by the working people, and the very children. It was 
^J lately that a class in a Sunday-school put to a clerical friend 
^f mine a number of very pertinent questions as to the days of 
^tion. A working man comes fresh from a lecture on the 
J^tiquity or origin of man, delivered by some scientific man indif- 
ferent or hostile to religion. He asks a clergyman if he agrees 
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with the scientific discoveries, or alleged discoveries, of which he 
has heard. If the clergyman says they are nntrae because the? 
arc contrary to the Bible, the working man is sorely perplexea, 
and, it may be, asks himself whether the scientific man is not more 
likely to be correct on his own subject than the clergyman. Suppose 
the clergyman could say ; " I have studied these questions ; I agree i: 
with much you have heard ; and I hold that the Bible and the Chiudi f 
}ia vc nothing to fear from the opinion that there are more races than 
one," how much stronger the position of the clergy 1 

Throudiout, when 1 have spoken of the Church, I have thongjit 
mainly of the clergy ; we of tne laity are comparatively poweriea 
But we can tell you what is going on in the minds of our claas- 
we can tell you what we look to you to do for us. You have most 
learning, most leisure, most devotedness ; stand in the front of tb. 
knowledge of the age, and as St. Paul at Athens convinced thow 
who heard him from their own philosophy, so may you appropriile 
the teachings of science, and lead scientific men whom yon ontt 
repelled to a higher knowledge. Our vast empire may be on tb 
wane, our great cities may decay, our people may go into other 
lands, and the name of this fair country be but a sad memory of 
what once was great ; but if our Church is true to her mission, boli 
as faithful, fearless as zealous, the Church of poor as of rich, of the 
men of science as of the unlearned, then she will survive the nrifl 
of the State, and hold in a closer union the larger brotherhood of 
mankind. 

Slates may perish, nations may fail, races may become extinct; 
this world itself will surely pass away ; but this Church of ours, if 
true to her Master, will never feel the shock of change or the touch 
of decay, but will endure, until, unwearied by her long conflict, she 
shall at length cease to be militant, and be welcomed into thft 
immortality of the Church triumphant. Let her not, by haste, by 
fear, by heedlessness, by want of sympathy, lose one of her flock, 
lest losing him she should herself at the last want completeness. 

We stand at a turning-point of our Church's history. Before 
her is either to be the Church of the future, or to be merely the 
Church of a small minority. Let her be true to herself. 

Not only by fidelity but also by wisdom ; not only by simplicity 
but also by learning, she will stand in the van of Churches, for ia 
the decay of man and man's works, truth and belief can never 
perish. Of these principles we may well suppose the Supreme 
Arbiter of the universe to have said : — 



His ego nee metas rerum nee tompora pono : 
Imperium sine fine dedi. 
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The Eev. Dr. Salmon read the following Paper : — 
The present state of feeling between the students of Theology 
ttd of Science is not unlike that which prevails between the people 
F England and of America. There was a time when, as we are 
ften now reminded, Science was under vassalage to Theology, and 
''as forced to submit to jealous restrictions if there seemed a possi- 
ility that the interests of her superior might be even remotely 
flTected. But it must be remembered that the cause of this was 
bat the first cultivators of science were exclusively Churchmen. 
Science was a colony pioneered by emigrants from Theology ; and 
t seemed right and natural, not only to those who remained behind, 
►ut even to the majority of those who laboured in the new land, 
bat its interests should give way to those of the mother country, 
iistakes were made ; and a restrictive policy was thought advis- 
ble, which we can now see was injurious both to one and the other. 
Jut the time came when Science gained her independence, though 
tot without some sharp struggles; and her successful revolt has 
«en justified by the rapidity of her subsequent growth. She has 
kOt only vastly increased the productiveness of her ancient posses- 
ions, but has annexed many new provinces ; and if her former 
odstress has ever raised a claim to bar her entrance into any, the 
pposition has been always inefiectual, and has been in the end 
i^ithdrawn. It is not strange if so much success has generated a 
ertain arrogance of tone ; if sotne of the partisans of Science are 
teedlessly fond of calling to mind the chects put by theoloffians on 
ler growth in former days, and their present presumed jealousy of 
icr progress ; if they are heard boastfully contrasting the new ac- 
nisitions of Science with the stubborn resolution of Theology, to 
»e content with cultivating carefully her ancient possession of truth; 
F they are heard scorning the latter as old and worn out, and pre- 
icting that the days are at hand when she shall be dispossessed of 
he territories which she at present holds, and when Science shall 
eign supreme. Such language on the one side suflSciently accounts 
or some Jealousy on the other; for some dislike or dread of the 
frowth of a power from which danger may reasonably be appre- 
hended, seeing that its representatives use no friendly language, 
tnd threaten more active hostility in the future. 

Yet it would be a mistake if the language of noisy and inju- 
licious partisans on either side were taken really to represent the 
Jautual feelings of the cultivators of Science and Theology. The 
aulk of these assuredly regard each other with no unfriendliness, 
ttor dream of supposing that service rendered to the one is disloyalty 
to the other. What was true of the first cultivators of Science is 
Btill true of the majority of those who spend their days labouring 
in her territories, that they count another land as their home, and 
ooast that they are citizens of a better country. 
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In facf, notwithstanding temporary misnnderstandings, tlie per- 
manent fricndsliip of Religion and Science is seemed bj commimitjr 
of interest. They are conversant "with different classes of trutfi, 
but the attainment of truth is an aim common to both, and in the 
pursuit of this end they may assist but can never oppose ooe 
another. No one now maintains that the same thing can be theo- 
logically true and philosophically false ; so that it is impossible 
that Science, by any discovery of truth, can hurt Religion, tor it u 
impossible that it can ever be a religious duty to assert anythioe 
that is not true. In any of the questions whicn have been disputed 
between theologians and men of science, if what the men of scienoe 
assert be the truth, we may be sure that it must be bad Theobgy 
to maintain that God has revealed the contrary ; if the theologian 
are in the right, the contradiction of their statements must bei 
blunder, the correction of which must be as important for the in- 
terests of Science as for those of Theology. 

For these reasons 1 have never shared in the anxiety felt by some 
good men that, for the sake of the safetjr of reli^on, means shoiild 
be taken to secure the cultivation of science " m a right spirit;" 
tliat men of science should give some public pledges of the sifr 
cerity of their faith, or form themselves into societies for the pnrpoee 
of making their labours contribute to the confirmation of the fanft 
of the Bible. I do not underrate the importance of such trihnte 
paid by Science to Theology ; but I feel that the whole value d 
the offering depends on there being no ground for suspicion thit 
the gift is not spontaneous ; otherwise it would be just of as.miii 
value as a piece of presentation-plate paid for by the recipient 
And the '' wrong spirit " to be guarded against in scientific investi- 
gations is the spirit which disposes a man to accept a foregone con* 
elusion on insufficient evidence. There have been fanatical unbO' 
lievers as well as superstitious believers, both ready to grasp hastily 
at conclusions recommended to them by their prejudices. Brt 
such conduct is a gross offence against the laws of Science, and to 
the internal policy of Science the correction of it may be left 
Religion has no more ground of complaint against Science, becanW 
of it, than a neighbour country would have against our own if it 
should suffer from the conduct of criminals who transgress our 
laws, and whom we are anxious to repress. If it be true that thctf 
are opinions held by any scientific men merely because they «rt 
infidels, and because they delight to believe what is adverse to the 
Bible, Science herself may be trusted to extirpate such errotf* 
Eeligious men have only to wait patiently, and leave these 
"opinionum commenta" to the fate wnich time has in store fe 
them. 

It appears to me that the questions which only a few years ago 
would have been suggested by the title "The Bible and Science" 
are now rapidly giving place to another class of questions of 
immensely more vital importance, and to which the title " Beligion 
and Science '* would better correspond. I wish to say a little sepa- 
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lately on these two kinds of assaults made on Eeligion in the name 
<rf Science ; those that but threaten to deprive her of some outlying 
province which had been supposed to belong to her, and those that 
attack her very existence. It is not supposed by any one that the 
primary object of the Bible was to make a revelation of the facts 
of physical science ; but it does contain statements on these sub- 
jects, and incidental references to them, and it is chiefly with respect 
to these that, hitherto, scientific inquirers have come into collision 
with theologians. Some of the controversies which have thence 
ensued may be regarded as settled (as, for instance, that concerning 
the truth of the Copernican theory) ; others are evidently not yet 
rine for decision. It does not sgem to be settled, for instance, 
whether Science teaches that the unlikeness between different races 
of men is too great to be compatible with their common parentage, 
or whether she teaches that there is nothing incredible in the sup- 
position that men, and monkeys, and animals still less resembling 
man, may all have sprung from a common stock. But, however, 
when these questions do come at length to be decided, the contro- 
versy must have one of three issues. In the first place, it may be 
found that the interpreters of Science have erred in making rash asser- 
tions, which are disproved by further examination. Or secondly, it 
|nay be found that the interpreters of the Bible have erred, and that 
its statements, if rightly understood, are not inconsistent with what 
Science declares. Theologians now freely acknowledge that some 
mistakes of this kind have actually been committed, and that others 
inay still need to be corrected. It is owned now, for example, that 
the doctrine of the antiquity of the earth is not opposed to Scripture, 
and that nothing which is said in the first chapter of Genesis pre- 
vents our supposing an indefinite time to have elapsed between the 
first creation of the earth and its occupation by the human race. It 
» seen that Archbishop Ussher's Chronology is no part of Revela- 
tion, and it is suspected that the short period it assigns for the 
^tence of the human race in the world may prove to be a mis- 
taken inference from Scripture. Other examples of the same kind 
^U occur to you. In this way it may turn out that what had 
«eemed to be a real contradiction between the Bible and Science 
Was but apparent, and may be accounted for by mistakes committed 
by the interpreters on the one side or the other. But there is a 
third conceivable issue to these controversies, namely, that it might 
turn out that neither philosophers nor divines had made any mistake 
in their interpretation of the facts with which they had respectively 
to deal, apd that the collision between Scripture and Science is a 
real one. In that case, we should be forcedi to conclude that God, 
when he inspired the sacred writers, did not see fit to communicate 
lo them a supernatural knowledge of certain facts of physical 
icience. But even this last, which is the most unfavourable sup- 
josition that can be made as to the issue of the controversy, would 
3ave untouched the claims of the Bible to be the supreme authority 
a those questions with which we may believe that Revelation is 

o2 
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Jrimarilj concerned — the relations between man's soul and its 
Jreator. These controversies concerning physical science do not 
attack the existence of Eeli^on ; they merely relate to the question 
how tlie boundary line between the provinces of Beligion and 
Science is to be drawn. In such disputes (to recur to the illustra- 
tion already employed), the feeling of the most devout man may 
resemble those of a patriotic Englishman in a question of dispnt^ 
boundary line with America. His prepossessions may be on the 
side of his own country ; it may oe his strong belief that her 
claims are just, and his hope that they may be established; hut 
above all he will wish that justice should be done, and that there 
should be no refusal to acknowledge any rightful claim. 

* [As for the method of bringmg these controversies to a decision, 
there is, I think, a growing conviction of the worthlessness d 
a priori arguments on either side, and of the necessity of decidbg 
them by a careful examination of the facts. On the one side 
certain attributes were claimed for Revelation, because it was le- 
lieved to be essential to its perfection that it should possess them, 
and because it was held that nothing imperfect could proceed from 
God. The assertions that the Apostles did not write pure classical 
Greek, that those who translated the Old Testament into Greek 
were not inspired, that there are various readings and in many 
places uncertainty^ as to the true text of both Old and New Testa- 
ment, that the Bible uses popular language in speaking of scientific 
phenomena, all at first shocked existing prejudices ; but are now 
admitted to be true, and to be consistent with the real perfection of 
Scripture. On the other hand it has been argued that the Bible 
cannot possibly contain a revelation of scientific facts, because it i» 
impossible that God should interfere by revelation to teach man 
facts which he is able to teach himself; because such an inter- 
ference would check man s own exertions in the path of discoverT, 
besides that a premature communication of scientific truths would 
be unintelligible at the time, and would be a hindrance to the 
reception of the revelation which contained it. If it has been first 
ascertained what is the character of the revelation actually made, 
such considerations are not without weight in accounting for it} 
but they are of little force as proofs that what we observe to be the 
case could not have been otherwise. I see nothing absurd in the 
supposition that one of the credentials of a revelation might have 
been the announcement of facts which Science should afterward* 
verify. It is conceivable that Geology might have been the main 
witness for the Bible, testifying to the accuracy of its sjatements 
concerning facts before human knowledge. In that case, too, the 
Bible would have been acknowledged by geologists to be the 
highest authority in their science, just as in the case of a geological 
convulsion which took place in historical times the testimony oi 
witnesses to what actually occurred would overrule our inferences 
from the traces now remaining. 

* This part was omitted in delivery. 
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- But this very discussion in which we are engaged shows that God 
bMa not seen nt to make such a revelation of scientific facts for 
evidential purposes as I have imagined.' The title of our subject 
suggests not a topic of evidence, but rather objections to be answered, 
difficulties to be met When the laws of the material universe are in 
question even theologians do not now regard the Bible as the primary 
source of information. They do not say to men of science, We will 
caake better use of our grammars and dictionaries, and we will thus 
Ind out from the Bible what you are to believe ; they rather say, Do 
|rou ascertain for us the laws of the material universe by observation 
ind experiment, and then we shall know what interpretation to put 
)n the statements of the Bible. It may be asked, Is it certain tnat 
the interpretation so suggested will be legitimate? Is it certain 
that God, even if He did not make a revelation of scientific facts 
to the sacred writers, at least interfered so to restrain their language 
that it should not contradict anything which Science might sub- 
aequently discover? I do not know that the theory that He has 
BO interfered has been disproved by anything which has been yet 
found out, but I do not venture to say that the truth of this theory 
b so essential to the perfection of the Bible that our faith must be 
overthrown if it should turn out to be impossible honestly to assert 
it The instances already referred to show that it is not safe to 
argue that the Bible must possess this or that property, because it 
seems to us befitting the character of a Divine revelation ; and I do 
not see that it is essential to the honour of Scripture that a claim 
shall be established which after all amounts to no more than this, 
that in matters of physical science the Bible shall ' reign without 
governing,' that it shall give laws to Science when it has been first 
ascertained what laws Science will submit to.] 

If I seem to underrate the importance of the ultimate issue of 
the controversies of which I have been speaking, it is because these 
Questions are cast into the shade by others which are becoming 
daily more pressing. In time of peace two nations may dispute 
kotly about their proper boundary line, but when they come to 
open war the adjustment of their frontiers is postponed until the 
issue of the conflict has been decided. Now, it is not merely 
asserted in the name of Science that errors may be found in the 
sacred writings which, even if substantiated, would be not incon- 
sistent with their containing a revelation from God to man of 
truths which most nearly concern him ; but it is asserted that the 
whole conception of religion on which the Bible is founded is false. 
The fundamental idea of the Bible is that of a personal God who 
has created the world. after a fixed plan; who rules it by His 
providence ; who is as real a being as any of our fellow-men, and 
with whom we may hold as real intercourse as we may with them ; 
who hears and answers our prayers ; who has interfered by mira- 
ges to make known His will to mankind, and who has promised to 
effect the greatest of all miracles, the restoration of our life after 
the dissolution of our bodily frame. I believe with* those ^ha 
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hold this conception of Grod, that the auihori^ of the Bible can 
never be overtlirown by anj nibbling about alleged scientific: 
errors, and that the only formidable attacks on the Bible are those 
which deny the truth of this its fundamental idea. We are told^ 
for instance, tliat the inference of plan or design from the woiks^ 
of Nature is one that can never be warranted by true Science,, 
which is unable to grasp creative causes, and can do no more 
than register the order of phenomena. Instead of a world ruled 
by an intelligent will, we are taught to see a machine working 
blindly after fixed rules. All spontaneousness disappears fiom. 
Nature, and is not to be found even in man's volitionB, each 
of which is said to be a necessary result of previous^ conditions. 
And to expect the continuance of thought after the dissolution of 
our bodily organs is found to be as unreasonable as to expect that 
a watch should indicate time after it has been broken to piecei 
In short the battle of Revealed Religion must now be fought (afr 
Butler and other divines pointed out that it must be fought) on the 
field of Natural Religion. For when once that ground has hcea 
made good we have an answer to every objection against Reve- 
lation. We hear little now of special objections against the 
miracles of Revelation: it is felt that the doctrines of mirade^ 
and providence, and prayer, are all parts of one great c[uestion, alwrt 
which there is no difficulty if once the existence is admitted of 
such a God as the Bible believes in. If the assaults be successfid 
which have been made on the Bible on this subject, it is idle to 
say, as has been said, that Religion would be unhurt and only i 
Theology would sufler. We must use words in new senses if ve 
give the name Religion to anything that can be left when the 
spiritual world is destroyed, when prayer is reduced to a kind of 
self-mesmerising, and when there is no God left to give to any 
scheme of worship what is absolutely essential to its success- 
authority. As men grow more enlightened it becomes plain -that 
their choice is between no religion at all, and one which claims, as 
ours does, to be founded on facts, and therefore to have a right to 
speak with authority. An enthusiast like Comte, in that state of 
doubtful sanity which has a difficulty in distinguishing the creations 
of the mind from external realities, may think that he has a right 
to impose on men a system of worship, a calendar of feasts and 
a code of ceremonies. But the world exclaims. Who is Comte, that 
in such matters as these we should obey him ? and most ardent 
admirers of his philosophy respectfully decline to be disciples of 
his religion. The assaults then on the Bible of which I speak are 
really assaults on Religion ; but for such assaults I will not admit, 
that Science is responsible. I hold them to be but raids made 
by filibusters from her territories. These assailants betray theiJ^ 
piratical character in that they strive to desolate a country which 
they cannot occupy. What the religion of the Bible has done fo^ 
the human race it is needless to say ; how man's character has bee'^ 
elevated by his belief that his highest conceptions of holiness 
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j usticey and goodness have been realized in One who can sympathise 
'V^th and assist his efforts to approach the same ideal ; and how 
out of this belief has been generated a force, which can give him 
Htren^th to resist femptation and supply him with consolation under 
sxiffenng. Now, true science increases man's power, and by making 
Imown the laws which govern the succession of events, enables 
znan to direct them to his advantage. We mav, therefore, conclude 
iihat the students of the laws of the material world have pressed 
into a region where Science no longer guides them when we see 
tihat the result of their labours is not to increase man's power, but 
"to paralyse the force which has been the agent to him of his 
rliignest good. 

. Hitherto in this Paper, when I have contrasted Science and 
Seligion, I have followed the suggestion of the title on which I was 
asked to write, and have used the word Science in a limited sense 
to denote that which studies the laws of the merely material world. 
But when the word Science is used in the widest sense. Theology 
■is a part of Science ; shall we not say the highest part of it ? Our 
£eligion claims to be founded on a revelation of truth ; its highest 
doctrines to be nothing but revealed facts. The ascertaining the 
proof of these facts, the grouping them in their order, the observing 
them in their mutual rdations, the comparison of their laws with 
those which govern the natural world, — these constitute the busi- 
ness of Theology, and they are all scientific processes and cannot 
le correctly performed unless they follow the strict rules of science. 
When mere physicists come forward as theologians, — that is to say, 
whether they call themselves theologians or not, give their opinions 
on the questions which it is the business of Theology to investi- 
«»te, — we may test whether they have obeyed the rules of science 
hy examining whether they can show the fruits with which the 
fiflccessful cultivation of Science is always rewarded. Can they do 
•nothing to increase man's happiness or his power ; or is their 
miBsion only to devastate? A philosopher, for example, enlarges 
on the benefits conferred by prayer in calming, and elevating, and 
•trengthening man's soul ; and then he gives such an account of 
prayer as reduces the practice of it to an absurdity. The science 
rj£ w mis proceeding appears to be on a par with that of a clever boy, 
who shows his science in taking a watch to pieces and then putting 
It together again so that it wont go. 

This general presumption against the scientific character of the 
condusions that have oeen maintained, adverse to the religion of 
flie Bible, might be verified by a detailed examination of them, 
when I believe they would be found to be derived from principles 
•8»umed without suflScient proof, from rash generalizations resting 
^^ no true scientific induction. But it is manifestly impossible 
ftat I can go through any such detailed examination in the few 
^inutes longer for which I can venture to trespass on your atten- 
Pon. I will only say a few words on one point, so elementary that 
^^ seems to require an apology for touching on it, yet so fundamental 
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tliat when once this step has been secorelj made, all theiestk 
coHijistency must follow ; I mean the question concemine the h^ ^i- 
and attributes of Gt)d. Is it true that Science oondemnB m 
process by which Theology lays the foundation* of her edifice^ Ih h^ 
nrguuient namely which infers design from the phenomena d t 
nature? Is it true that Science refers the existence of God to the p 
region of tlie unknowable, because her business is not to explon 
causes but merely to register sequences? But the whole use c( 
such a registration consists in the power which it gives us, from 
knowing one of the two terms of such a sequence to infer the 
existence of the other. When a chain of sequences has been 
thoroughly ascertained, we can follow it either backwards or £d^ 
wards ; as in astronomy, we can either predict eclinses in the fiitme 
or calculate their dates in the past We can tnus reason either 
from the antecedent to the consequent, or vice versd ;,.that is to sav, 
in popular language, either from the cause to the effect, or from the 
effect to the cause. In thus reasoning, we are not in the least 
c oncemed with the correctness of any metaphysical theory con- 
cerning the relation of cause and effect : it is sufficient for us to 
regard them as antecedent and consequent in an ascertained series 
of sequences. 

It is curious that geology, which has been supposed to be un- 
friendly to the Bible, has to fight for its life in company with it 
against those attacks of the positive philosophy which deny the 
possibility of reasoning back from the effect to the cause. The 
whole science would be annihilated unless it is granted that tha 
is a legitimate scientific process, to be used of course with due 
caution, and with proper safeguards. Reasoning backwards in tiiis 
way, geologists have no hesitation in announcing the most panr 
doxical results as scientific truths. They assert the former existence 
of volcanoes in regions where no volcanic action has been known 
within historic record, of permanent ice in latitudes where it is now 
unknown, of plants and animals unlike those of any existii^ 
species, because we can in this way only account for the traces still 
remaining. Now if there is any case where the process of reasoning 
back from the effect to the cause can be safely employed, it is in 
reasoning up to design from its marks, for there is no other known 
cause which produces effects of the same kind as does the operation 
of an intelligent will. Nay, geology fearlessly uses the argument 
from design, and her results are admitted to be scientific trutha 
A flint is picked up which to an uneducated eye presents nothing 
remarkable, and a geologist declares that he can see in it marks of 
design ; and he builds thereon an argument for the antiquity of 
man, and it is exclaimed that Science has condemned the Bible. 
Science will permit geology to see marks of design in the shaping 
of a flint. If Theology declares that she can see marks of design 
in the structure of the hand which shaped the flint, are we to be 
told that Science refuses to ratify the argument ? No doubt iQ 
reasoning from the effect to the cause there is always the possibility 
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at some unknown cause maj have produced similar results, 
^hen we find a fossil skeleton, it is possible that it may be hut a 
sus naturee, and never have belonged to a living animal But 
sience refuses to take account of these va^ue possibilities. And 
ill less need we doubt that it is scientifically correct to follow the 
,me course with respect to the marks of designs in the works of 
ature, which are so abundant, that no naturalist who describes 
inutely the processes by which the life of animals and plants is 
iBtained and propagated, can avoid using such expressions as 
Ijeautiful contrivances," or others which imply the existence of an 
iteUigent contriver. From such facts we cannot refuse to infer the 
aeration of an intelligent will, unless we also arbitrarily shut out 
J' the domain of philosophy, i/«hole classes of facts, where we have 
te means of arriving at real scientific knowledge. 

Well then, if, as 1 believe, the process is a thoroughly scientific 
ae by which Theology lays her foundations, it remams to ask. Is 
Br edifice shaken by any modern discoveries of Science? For 
sample, theories more or less plausible have been put forward, 
^presenting creation as having taken place not by abrupt changes, 
ut by a process of gradual development. Suppose that any of 
iese theones become entitled to rank as an established scientific 
ruth, will the argument be overthrown which infers a Creator firom 
ae marks of design in His works ? Not' so, that argument will not 
« even meddled with. If we read an article in a newspaper, and 
ay that it bears internal proof of having been written by a man of ' 
ense and intelligence, would our conviction be disturbed by one 
^ho should tell us, I know the origin of that article and can tell 
'•ou that no intelligence was at work upon it ; for I saw a sheet of 
rhite paper placed in a machine, and it came out all covered with 
jharacters as you see it ? Take the most extreme theory of cos- 
mogony, that all the present beauty and order of the universe was 
evolved by gradual cooling down from an original fire-mist ; and 
Paley's old illustration of the watch will ^erve us still, but with a 
modification which shows, that this theory gives us even higher 
Ldeas of the infinite wisdom of the Creator than the common 
action of immediate creation. For we must then suppose the only 
permissible way of making a watch to be, that the glass of the 
ace, the gold, the steel, &c. should all be melted together, and then 
spun round in such a way that when the mixture cooled down, 
«veiy part of the watch should find itself in its proper place. If 
^e saw that effected, instead of saying that the process presented 
^0 marks of contrivance, we should believe in a contriver possessed 
of skill beyond the ordinary power of mortals. 

Again, our belief in the providential rule of God is not shaken 
ly anything that Science teaches as to the universal reign of law. 
Some men so talk of laws, that one would fancy they thought them 
Aings external to God which constrained His actions ; or at least, 
that they thought them the immediate causes of events, so that as 
^en of old left God and worshipped angels, these men believing 
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that God works not bj angels bat by laws^ leave God and woidup 
laws. But anything we Know about law gives us the answer not 
to tlie question who or what is working, but how and in nhi 
manner does he work. Laws are but the expression of the lesolt 
of our observation of the uniformity of God^s mode of ac^ 
Certainly the student of Scripture need feel no alarm at thedoetnoe 
of the prevalence of law. For the Bible does not teach lu ti 
ascribe to God*s manner of working, caprice, ixiegularity, yariaU^ 
ness ; and the absence of these is nothing but another name fi»r tin 
prevalence of law. There is nothing contrary to reli^on in holdia^ 
as many profound theologians have held, that miracles themaelTfli 
are under the reimi of laws ; if not the laws in which our limilat 
experience sums itself up, at least laws which would manifost theai' 
selves on a more extended knowledge of God's working. It il 
quite true that Science may teach that the language of sonl 
tiicologians needs to be corrected, who have so spoken as if tkflf 
looked on the world as a machine where God's hand can only n 
traced in the first making of it, and in some subsequent inteifennM^ 
when he sees it going out of order. Science reveals that ft» 
characters which speak the name of God are not made in occasioBiL 
scratches on the surface of the universe, but are wrought deep ix^ 
the stones, and exhibited in the whole plan of the fabric If a 
flash from the thunder-cloud cut off a smner in the midst of hil 
impiety, the vulgar will cry out that it is the judgment of 6fli 
When the man of science marks (as those who study the laws at 
nature are forced to mark) how all evil doing by natural Ufl 
brings on its penalty, and how every transgression and disobedientt 
receives its just recompense of reward, does not he still more plainlj 
see God's hand mamfesting itself, not in isolated acts, \mU^ 
uniform processes? 

I have no shame in acknowledging, that it is possible that the 
study of Science may correct the conceptions of theologian^ 
because I have claimed for Theology that it is a part of Science; 
and we know that since God's works are all in harmony, one brand 
of science very frequently does throw great light on another. Ha 
whose knowledge is limited to one branch, may often miss the W 
discoveries in his own department Now the peculiar doctrines of 
revelation form an organized whole, in which we may trace tbe 
working of laws strictly analogous to those which characteritt 
God's government of the natural world. Instead then of dreading 
Science as the enemy of Religion, I welcome her as her ally. 1 
would that eveiy man of science were to some extent a theologian; 
that every theologian were in some degree a man of science : f(ff» 
believing that the contradictions of Science and Revelation are bat 
superficial and apparent, their harmonies real and deep, I am per- 
suaded that, in tne combined study of God's word and His works, 
we have the means of arriving at a fuller knowledge of Him, whom 
to know is life eternal 
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DISCUSSION, 

Mr. GioBOi WiBncnoir. — ^Looking at this subject from a double poiut of view — 
tun that of Science^ in which I hare be«ii trained op ever since I was a boy, and that 
r Theology, which I trust will hereafter be the dearest pursuit of my life— it seems 
> me that the great thing we should aim at is, not a detailed adjustment of eveiy 
izi of Scripture which refers to science, with the particular sciedUfic truth in ques- 
Lon; hat rather a definite principle of interpretation, which shall teach us what kind 
f connexion we are to anticipate between Science and Scripture. V7e cannot tell 
'iMt that connexion is frr m the facto of Science, or from the facts of Scripture, be- 
iwe there ia uncertainty on both sides. Were I simply to review what has been 
Sfmced this morning, I could show that there is abundance of uncertainty in the 
aterpretation of Scripturei and abundance of uncertainty in the enunciations of 
oience. We cannot, therefore, get our principle of interpretation from any mere 
anpaxiaon of Scripture and Science. We can get it, however, from analogy. Not 
oIt does Scripture deal with physical science, but it deals — and that more largely 
nd more ftdly — with human history. It is not the object of Scripture to teach 
unan histoiy as such, and it is not the object of Scripture to teach physical science 
i soch ; yet it must have relation with both. Eeligion has to do with nature, and 
» it must touch science. Religion has to do with the education of man, and so it 
inat touch history. In the Redemption we have human history and religion abso- 
itely identical. In the Creation we have religion and science absolutely identicaL 
Iw parallel will, therefore, be sufficiently close to enable us to deduce from the 
sown relations between Hiatory and Scripture what the relations would probably be 
efcween Science and Scripture. Now, we are not surprised, as we get more know- 
idgc from the outside sources of human history, that we should here and there find 
hm is some little mistake in the letter of the Scriptures— some little error, perhaps, 
f ft copyist, perhaps some little misunderstanding of the original writer — some little 
aw on the surface which our increasing knowledge enables us to detect. Thus we 
now from the discoveries at Nineveh that what is stated in the Bible to have taken 
lace in theTourteenth year of Hezekiah, really took place in his twenty-ninth year. 
kt what does that matter ? The truth which is taught by the history is exactly the 
■me, whether the event took place in the fourteenth or in the twenty-ninth year. I 
m not the least concerned about any such errors as mistakes about the year in 
phich a particular event occurred, any more than I should be afraid of some little 
dentific error being discovered, such as that about the hare chewing the cud, which 
ronld not afiect in the slightest degree the truth intended to be conveyed by the 
tered text. ^ (Cheers.) When we find that superior historical knowledge enables ua 

take certain texto in a different sense from what we have been accustomed, we may 
xpect also that science will enable us to understand other texts in a different way. 
?has, we find from history that such large expressions as ** the whole world," which 
lie people who wrote the Bible perhaps thought really referred to the whole world, 
isre in fact, a narrower meaning, and we do not mind it. In like manner we are 
K>t afiraid if the teaching .of science should lead us to conclude that expressions re- 
iting to the Deluge are to be taken in a more limited sense than that in which we 
lave hitherto understood them. The two things are exactly parallel ; and we have 
10 cause to fear science because of these little trifling blemishes which it may show 
rfaig upon the surface. For none of these blemishes ever go below the surface. 
lone 01 the discoveries of history or of Biblical criticism have ever yet demonstrated 
hat in one single idea, one spiritual truth meant to be taught by the Scripture, there 

1 a shadow of error; and so I hold that no one discovery of science has shown that 
here is any spiritual error in that Book which was meant to convey spiritual in- 
tmcUon and nothing else. (Cheers.) But there is a closer parallel still in a certain 
Mfft of Scripture, between its historical aspect and its scientific. We have in the 
Irrt chapter of Genesis an inspired — ^we may say, a revealed — account of the Crea- 
ion. Men could know nothing of the history of Creation but by revelation ; if, 
herefore, that history is true, it comes to us with the authority of revelation and not 
nerely of inspiration. Now, compare this with what is revealed concerning the 
Etedemption before the Redemption came. What phenomena do we find in the pro- 
phecies of the Redemption which taught men to expect the Messiah 1 There was a 
ante pure hope of the character of the Messiah conveyed by the prophecies ; but an 
izact adjustment of the details of these prophecies could not have been made till the 
ftlessi^ came. It would have been impossible for any man, however learned and 
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however acatc, to draw the portrait of Meraiah till Mesnah oamA. H«wonldkii 
said, "There are contradictions; for here are circamatanoeAihereuetiunnfhiflk 
canuot be reconciled." But the reality came and showed thai they coold. Son 
Htand now with regard to the history of the Creation. We do not juiow thetyi 
of the reality, and therefore it is not to he expected that we should now be lUfl li 
say huw the reality and the history are to be harmonized^the idea would U wik 
sonable. Again, we find that these old prophecies had a local, naiiontli tempooi 
culouring. We find, for instance, that the Jews believed that their city, Jenaki, 
would remain at the head of the Church for all ages. We know now thai the erat 
hari not anjiwcred that expectation, though no one looking at the old prophedMforil 
venture to say that it was not a very natural expectation. But we see that tk^ 
])rophccicH which were given to the Jews must, in order to have been comprebeaiUi 
by tbcm, have had a local colouring. They conveyed even in this eolounng a gni 
truth, though the colouring itself was not literally true. So with regard to tk » 
count of Creation, it was necessary that it should be coloured to suit those to ihM 
it was fifht given, that it tthould be brought down to their notion of things asd h 
their ideas uf uature. Thus the great work was presented to them under t£e panUi 
of bix days labour, with a nightly rest, and a Saboath at the dose, in order that tkf 
mght learn in a manner adapted to their existing knowledge and understanding lU 
the Creation really was. (Cheers.) 

The Hon. W. H. Ltttxlton. — I am anxious to say a few words on one aspect of tUi 
suljeet— that is, the statements of Scripture itself with regard to the nature of ii^fr 
ration. There are evidently two ^unds upon which we may baUd % theoiy rf 
iiihpiration — namely, first, our d priori expectations as to the manner in which Got 
would inspire men; and secondly, a cautious induction from assertion orfiromaoli 
confessedly Divine. Now, with regard to the former, d priori ground, I suppoaeil 
should naturally have expected that if He who has almighty power took it in hudtl 
help men at all in any work. He would do so altogether — He wonld do the whdi 
work for him. But as a fact we know it is not so. Almighty God always letm 
something for men to do. And if in the work of inspiration He inspired men am 
plctoly aad perfectly, tl is v.ould be an exceptional case, contrary to the analogy rf 
all His other dealings. But evidently the safest ground to build upon is the seeoiA 
I have mentioned, namely, the actual aseertions of Scripture with r^^ud to its on 
inspiration. There are many of these ; but if we can find one in wMch a prindid 
writer — one of the highest rank in point of authority (if one may so distingnh 
between the sacred writer6)—takeB it in hand to give anything like a definition of irufi' 
ration, evidently all others must give way to that, not it to others, where there ia aov 
doubt. Now, it seems to me that ihere is such a passage— namely, the weil-knon 
one of St. Paul on inspiration. He there tells Timothy what the Holy Scriptures an 
able to do. He says, they are able to " make us wise ;** but he does not stop thon^ 
he says it can make us wise for a particular purpose— that is, *' unto salvation." That 
is the kind of wisdom it is intended to give. And he does not stop even there. Bit 
as he is, of course, speaking of the Old Testament —the New not being then ia 
existence- he limits his statement still further, and says that the Old Testament ett 
only give us this wisdom " through faith which is in Christ Jesus," — that is, if stndiei 
and in some sense judged, in the light of the perfect revelation given us in ChiUL 
Again, in the following words he sets himself to tells us for what the Holy Scriptoieii 
profitable — that ip, not "for arithmetic, geometry, physical science, that the man of 
science may be perfect, thoroughly furnished unto all curious investigation," but '^te 
doctrine, for reproof," &c., " that the man of God may be perfect^ thoroughly fot 
nished unto all good works,'* — that is what it is profitable for. With regard to Al 
great subject of the possibility of Divine interference with the course of nature andrf 
answers to prayer, let me quote a very neatly worded saying of one of our ablest writer 
Mr. Llewellyn Davies. He says that "it seems true that the laws of nature nefV 
are altered, but it is not true that the course of nature never is.*' Evidently thisil 
the fact. Man has the power given him of altering the course of nature, in particdar 
instances, as, for instance, when, by bringing oxygen and hydrogen together, he pro* 
duces a drop of water which otherwise would not have existed. Therefore so, surdyi 
can the Almighty Himself. With regard to Bishop Colenso, allow me to say a few 
words. His objections may be divided into such as are based upon arithmetic^ 
geometry, and the like, and such as rest on other grounds. Now, I do not by any 
means think that none of his objections are valid. On the contrary, I believe some 
of them hold, and that as against the theory of verbal inspiration his book is condn* 
sive. I wish to say for myself, and for many others, that I do not believe in the 
verbal inspiration of the Bible. I believe that there are errors in it on some subjects 
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beoaxuw it was not intended to guide ns except on moral and religions matters. But 
Hiih regard to Bishop Colenso'a objections^ I think one may apply to them what was 
moe wittily said of a speech in the House of Commons. Some one replying to it^ 
■ddy "the hon. gentleman had said many things that were true, and many things 
ihat were new ; bat» unfortunately, what was true was not Dew, and Tth\t was new was 
BOi true." The old objections are some of them valid, but they have long been known 
to learned men ; and they are of no force against the proper authority of the Bible. 
Bui with regard to his arithmetical objections, they are of really no more force than 
Uie following would be : — Suppose I expressed my belief in the inspiration, in a certain 
Nnfle, of our Prayer-book, whereupon some one objected that it could not be inspired, 
becftnse of the gross arithmetical inaccuracy of the names Septuagesima, Sexagesimal 
nd Quinqnageaima. This would not be a more absurd objection than many of 
Bishop Colenso's to the Bible. I do not mean, as I have said, that none of his other 
■iljections haye more force ; I belieye they have. But I think the fallacy of them, as 
ifikiiist the authority of the Bible, is of the same nature, because they all rest on an 
l^pothesis which, as I belieye, is false — ^namely, that the Bible is inspired with regard 
•d any subject except only moral and religious truth. (Cheers.) 

Cahoh Woodoatb.— I am afoud that the yery few remarks I am going to make are 
Opposed to the commonly received opinions, and they are certainly much at variance 
^th the sentiments which have been expressed by previous speakers. I conceive that 
ihe arguments which we have heard are not relevant, or to the purpose. I hold that 
sU attemps to reconcile the discrepancy between Revelation and Science are opposed 
€o reason, because it has not been shown why there should not be that discrepancy. 
There 18 no d priori reason why the two things should agree, and I say that the onus 
^frobandi lies with those who assert to the contrary. What is the object of the books 
«f the Old Testament ! It is to prove the one great fact, that God is the Creator of 
"ihe world. What is the object of Science ? It is an entirely different one. Again, 
"Vemust bear in mind the circumstances under which the. Revelation was first given. 
Ifc was given, in the first instance, to the Israelites when they had just come out of 
IVgypt. They had come out of a land of idolatry, and its great object was to guard 
'iran from the contamination of idolatry. If we would judge of the matter fairly, 
■%» must put ourselves in the position of the Israelites. Moses takes the heavenly 
Jodies, and certain animals and plants. Why] Because they had been worshipped 
» the country which they had left, and in that to which they were going, and his 
frtgect was to show that those things were all the works of the great God ; that they 
■^we created things, and were not to be worshipped. It has been observed that Adam 
"VIS not a barbarian. No, but he was a child ; and I will ask any mother in this 
iROom, what is her view as to the course she should adopt in teaching her offspring ? 
^onl d she begin with scientific explanations? Would she not rather begin by 
■Ting, " My dear child, it is the great God Who has made all things 1 " If Moses 
mA spoken like a scientific man of the nineteenth century, he would not have been 
miderstood. (Cheers.) There is one further remark which 1 wish to impress upon 
'fids meeting. It is the great fact that the discrepancy between the Bible and Science 
litt no foundation in any moral relation. It is utterly unimportant, and I throw the 
^niM of reconciling it on the other side. But if you have the slightest feeling of 
Wtisfaction lurking in your mind that it exists, be assured that it is the evil spirit 
ittempting to introduce the thin end of the wedge of unbelief. What is it to us if 
this earth has been peopled and repeopled again and again by successive races of 
Bien ? All we want to know is, that God has revealed to us the fact that He is the 
Creator of the World, and that He is the Author of our redemption. It is upon this 
Mntral point that attacks are made from time to time, but they all fail. Let us only 
ftU back upon faith and upon God's promise, and all our difficulties will in due time 
be removed. If, however, there are any who feel doubts, I should like to recommend 
to them two books. It is now forty years since they were written, but I retain a 
gateful recollection of the impression they made upon me ; and they may be useful to 
some as antidotes against the errors of Colenso, and others. One is by a most reve- 
lend prelate whose name is revered by all of us— the late Archbishop Sumner. It is 
esUed " Records of the Creation," and you will find in it a full analysis of Dr. Prit- 
chard*8 work on the " Physical History of Man." The other is also a very valuable 
work, " Graves, on the Pentateuch." (Loud cheers.) 

Aeohdbaoon Dbnison^ — Being a humble theologian, and in no sense a scientific 
aum, 1 stand up very humbly as before science, yet with great reverence, though very 
confidently, as before God. I do not doubt that I am speaking amongst vast numbers 
of nay brethren who never can pretend to science, and yet, I hope, who trust very con- 
^dently to authority. Now, Mr. Lyttelton has come forward to give us an exact 



tigate truth, and that those who accept the Bible do not investigate ti 
recelTe it. (Cheers, and cries of " No, no ! ") I say that science and scie 
do investigate and look for truth, and they are permitted by God to 
they do so fallibly. On the other hand, I say that the Bible deUyers the \ 
theologians, if they are theologians at all, receive it as infallibly delivered. 
I am really unable to part from this meeting without^ in the name of 
cannot pretend to science, delivering my humble protest against the equ 
science to our reverence as if we had all to look for the tratio, and as If i 
already received it — ^as if we could allow that all the science in the world 
take one particle of Ood*s truth from us. I protest, in the name of i 
churchmen, against such an assumption. (Loud cheers.) 



THURSDAY AFTERNOON. 



A PAPER ON THE APPROPRIATION OP 
IN PARISH CHURCHES. 



E. Herford, Esq. read the following Paper : — 
The questions which it is intended to submit in this I 
the consideration of the Congress, are : — 

1. Ought the public parochial edifices of the National C 
the Church's regular services, to be artificially limited to 
the parishioners, or to be free to all alike, rich and poor? 

2. Does the law require that churches either snail be 
shall be artificially restricted? And, 

3. If the inhabitants of a parish agree that their church 
free, does the law interdict such freedom ? 

AA/a iriTiaf in fliA -firaf -nlonA irmaf aoin/MialTr oaV /^nvoial 
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ailders, Christians of every order and degree, have at all times 
taken order," and dedicated labour and substance. Following 
ieir divine example — each seeking not his own but another's 
realth — Christians aimed at salvation with their neighbours. 
afterwards there arose a theory for men to seek salvation without, 
r at the expense of, their neighbours. Accordingly, the most 
mportant public building of the parish became allotted or appro- 
iriated to a few score families exclusive of the rest. This has been 
lone in most cases against law. By law the Church is still, by its 
mdowment and its connexion with the State, the National Church, 
he Church of and for the whole nation. 

The nation, for the purpose of this inquiry, may be divided into 
;wo parts, one-tenth consisting of the more wealthy, and nine- 
ienths of the less wealthy classes. By the former class, the means 
rf public worship provided by the Church are especially enjoyed. 
rhe poorer, or less wealthy nine-tenths, are either alienated from 
religion and careless about the Church ; or, if caring for religion, 
we hostile to the Church. 

These excluded and alienated classes now possess great if not 
preponderating legislative power. Self-interest, if no higher motive, 
alould therefore lead the Church-appreciating classes to make some 
concessions to the people, lest their indifference be converted into 
hostility. No national institution is safe when nine-tenths of the 
nation are despoiled of its principal advantages. In the city of 
Manchester there are 50,000 householders entitled to vote — one- 
tenth, or 5,000, would be about the number of seat-holders in the 
^nominally) parish churches of that city. The actual number of 
-attendants in those churches on the census Sunday in 1851 was 
only 17,000 out of 300,000. In London and other large popula- 
tions, the class excluded by appropriation is proportionably larger. 
Statistics prove that, except in a few country parishes, this exclu- 
sion is the rule. The magnitude of the danger of this state of 
things need not now be urged. The subject has been, in every 
Ann, pertinaciously forced upon an indifferent public. 

Out of this state of things arises the claim which has been made 
ibr ten years, throughout England, with the sanction of many 
^eat names in Churcn and State, for restoring the ancient freedom 
^f parish churches. 

The precise question between those who advance this claim and 
ihose who oppose it, may be stated as follows : — 

1. With respect to churches in which there are as many pews as 
'families in the parish, no question need be raised. It is to parishes 
in which, with, say 100 pews, there are 200 families, that the 
•advocates of freedom of worship direct their attention. 

2. By far the greatest part of the population are in parishes 
-^ch having more than 200 families, and a church containing, say, 

100 pews or 600 sittings (exclusive of seats for choir and schools). 

3. It is claimed that the church of each of such parishes is by 
Jaw, and always till lately was, and ought now to be in practice, 
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free to all those Tamilies alike. To this claim it is replied, Out 
the present liabit of appropriation oneht not to be interfered wA, 
and tliat the proper remedy for the fuleged injury to the impewrf 
families by. such appropriation is to build a new churek I 

4. Admitting, then, that existing pewed churches cannot k 
meddled with, and passing by the impossibility of getting money 
for a new church in most parishes, the great cost of building m 
endowing a church, and the iniustice to so many millions of being 
m«idc to wait until the required thousands of new churches can be 
built ; suppose that in some parish having the Ecclesiastical Com- 
missioners' limit of 4,000 people, or 800 families, the existing 
church being appropriated to 100 fiimilies, a new church is to be 
built and endowed lor the remaining 700 families. 

5. At this point alone the claim tor freedom of worship is pne- 
tically made ; and the question between its advocates and oppo- 
nents arises : Shall the new church be appropriated to 100 out of 
the remaining 700 families, or shall it be left absolutely free m » 
highway to every one, the poorest as to the richest, of theK 
families? This question, and this question only, is one which 
presses for solution by Church authorities and the Legislature. 

These explanations are necessary, because the. true question it 
issue is scarcely ever discussed or brought fairly out. Singnlir 
confusion has, indeed, in various ways, been introduced into thia 
controversy. 

I. The question is treated as simply, whether it is more or leas 
convenient for each of the hundred families in a parish to haTC its 
own seat ; the real question being whether it is just that the sap- 
posed convenience of a hundred families should be consulted at the 
expense of excluding another hundred, or all the rest of the pariah, 
from regular attendance at public worship. For, if an appropriated 
seat is necessary for regular worship{)ers, those who have no appro- 
priated seats cannot be regular worsiiippers. | 

II. The question whether the parish church should be free, that 
is, to all alike, — or appropriated, that is, to a minority, — is solved 
by the ingenious theory that "appropriation" means "freedom," 
and that the same church, or the same seat in a church, may be 
" free but appropriated." Whereas, appropriation is the reverse of 
freedom, and freedom can only mean the entire absence of appro- 
priation. 

III. There being in practice two ways of arranging worshippeis, 
the modem plan of appropriation, and the old plan of allowing 
worshippers to place themselves, churchwardens desirous w 
knowing which plan to adopt sometimes receive the Delphic 
response, that it is their duty to " seat the parishioners," a phrase 
which may include both, but certainly excludes neither of the two 
plans of arranging worshippers. 

IV. It is common to justify the aj)propriation of nearly the whob 
of a church to the well-to-do minority, by the statement that the 
churchwardens have absolute authority to seat the parishionetSi 
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lie fact being, that this is the function and authority of the ordl- 
lary, and that the churchwardens have no power except that which 
3 conferred upon them by the ordinary as his officers. But they 
LTe also bound as officers of the parish to protect the common 
ights of all the parishioners to their parish church, as to parish 
iharities or other parish property. 

V. It is asserted that they are bound to appropriate the seats, 
hat is, all the seats — although in fact there is scarcely a church in 
vhich there are not some seats unappropriated; and that the 
wardens are bound to seat the parishioners, that is, all the 
Parishioners ; the gist of the question being. What is the warden's 
luty where the number of parishioners exceeds the number of 
«ats? 

As the chief object of this Paper is to correct some misapprehen- 
lion as to the law of the subject, it is not deemed necessary to 
Knter into any lengthened discussion as to the abstract expediency 
>f appropriation. Nor can any proof be now needed of the mischief 
isd injustice of the existing system. For, on the one hand, the 
sase in support of free seats is completely acknowledged by oppo- 
lents themselves recommending free services and free seats in 
pewed churches ; and the absolute frejedom of theatres and concert- 
:^ms, which they would substitute for the people's own parish 
shurches. 

As the advantage of free seats is thus acknowledged by the 
idyocates of appropriation, so they cannot but acknowledge that 
the advantage, if any, of appropriated seats is confined to those who 
occupy them. But there never was any monopoly or usurpation 
Brhich was not supposed to be advantageous to those who enjoy it. 
Ihe only possible question is, whether the monopolv is good for 
khe rest of mankind. Now, assuredly, no one contends that it can 
be any advantage to the majority of the parishioners that their 
parish church should be appropriated to a minority. The utmost 
ttat can be asserted by the most selfish or prejudiced of the 
minority is, that the advantage to him more than outweighs the 
bjury to the rest of the parish. 

The alleged evils of free churches are not found to exist in 
practice. The inconveniences supposed to be produced by absolute 
freedom are not really produced. As indeed, churches have been 
thiis free in most Christian countries from the earliest times to the 
present, it must be admitted that a system which has been suc- 
cessftdly tried in every state of society without producing any evil 
results, cannot or need not fail, or produce any evils amongst our- 



The objections to freedom of worship commonly heard, are either 
(1) self-contradictory, as when it is said, (a) on the one hand, that 
fte poor will not be brought to church by free churches, and on 
4e other, that if churches are free the people will "surge" into 
iem. (i) Now, that "respectable people" will be driven away 
fom free churches, and then, that they will flock to free churches 

P 
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and elbow out the poor, (c) Now, that an adequate number of free 
seats should be secured for the poor, and then, that the poor will 
not come to free seats, but will have appropriated seats, [d) Now, 
that the wardens are bound to protect the parishioners from 
strangers, and then, that the wardens are bound to unseat nine- 
tenths of the parishioners, and treat them as strangers, in order 
to seat one-tenth. (/) On the one hand, that the rich would be 
annoyed in free churches by " unseemly juxtaposition " with the 
poor ; 4ind on the other hand, that free churches would be of no use to 
the poor, because they would not go, for fear of sitting near the rich. 

(2) Some objections to free seats apply in a greater degree to 
churches in which, say a third of the seats are free, than to 
churches in which all are free. Yet no one ventures to suggest 
that in a parish of 500 families all the pews should be assigned, and 
none left free for the vast majority. But if there is danger, e,g. of 
the parishioners being crowded out by strangers, all the seats being 
free, how much greater that danger when the space available for 
strangers is so much less. If the warden's function of seating 
parishioners is duly performed, by letting them come in and place 
themselves in free seats, it is equally performed, whether these free 
seats occupy a sixth, or half, or the whole of the nave. And if this 
mode of executing the office of churchwarden is derogatory to its 
dignity, it is not less so in the Liverpool parish churches, where 
half the seats are free, than in many cathedrals and old parish 
churches, wherein all the seats are, and have always been, entirely 
free. 

(3) Some objections are purely matters of liking. A person ac- 
customed to a family pew, with its domestic conveniences, deems it 
a sufficient justification of a system which un-Christianises the bulk 
of his neighbours ** that he likes his own pew." As if in a besieged 
city an equal partition of food, leaving a small supply for each, one 
should say that he preferred eating as in time of plenty, to sharing 
with his comrades. 

(4) Some alleged inconveniences are purely exceptional, as the l^ 
possibility of dirt, smell, and veimin. There being also a like po** t. 
sibility in a pewed-church ; and it being notorious that persons who 
constantly attend free churches scarcely ever experience any \^ 
rnnoyance. 

(5) Some objections to freedom apply more strongly to the pe^ 
system than to free seats ; as those about " knowing where to sit, { 
and "families sitting together." True, that 100 families mayt^ la 
arranged by appropriation in 100 pews, but the other families ifl ^ 
the parish cannot sit together, or know where to go, and anyof \ 
these that do come must separate into the vacant spaces wfek 
chance to be left by the allottees, no one beforehand knowij^ 
where. But if the whole church is free, each family comitig earlier 
for the purpose, if large, may find vacant seats together, and the j 
interstices being filled up by late comers, not needing to sit togethfijj ^j] 
it will be found that the church-going members, not of 100 Dut rf 
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200 families, will have known " where to go," and will, as a rule, 
be enabled *'to sit together." 

It may be proper to obviate other objections sometimes heard, by 
bserving that no advocate of the ancient system of freedom of 
wsliip, as such, need object to any arrangement made by church- 
ardens for protecting the whole body of parishioners in enjoyment 
I thteir special rights, as in watering-places, either by reserving a 
lock of seats for their use in common, or by tickets, or other means, 
) tVicilitate their pre-admission. And it is clearly within the 
hurchwarden's province to reserve seats for the schools, or for the 
ise ixi common of all aged and infirm worshippers, and especially 
X) iivide the sexes, either under a fixed rule, or by having separate 
tiers of seats for men or women, and for families (in common) 
wisKing to be together. 

It being established that it is unjust and detrimental to the whole 
T3ody of parishioners, to limit the use of the parish church artificially 
to a small minority ; that the parish church ought to be free, really 
«id consciously, to every individual of the poorer nine-tenths, as it 
is to the class usually selected as allottees of seats; and that, 
especially in the case of a new church for a populous parish, it 
would defeat the professed object of the promoters, the relief of 
^iritual destitution, to assign half or all the pews to 50 or 100 
&milies out of 1,000; the question then arises, is such allotment 
'Quired by law, or is there any legal difficulty in the whole area of 
"the nave being left " free," that is, entirely without actual or tacit 
appropriation? 

This, the law of the subject, it is the chief purpose of the present 
I^aper to lay before the Congress, as fully as the time which remains 
TOl allow. 

The law of England, with regard to the use of the parish church, 
V persons joining in its public services, is governed in part by the 
-'Common custom of the realm, as declared by courts of justice, and 
partly by Acts of Parliament, which have abrogated such common 
custom, either generally with regard to certain classes of churches 
J>wlt under their provisions, or specially with regard to churches in 
particular parishes. Of the latter, termed " Public-private Acts of 
Parliament, there have been a considerable number and variety, 
during the " dead age " of the Church, in which they were common, 
^late years they are happily unknown. 

Of the genersi " Church Building Acts," it need only be said 
■that they are a bye-word for complicated and unintelligible 
legislation. 

With respect to statutes authorizing either the direct ownership 
^ii sale of pews, or, what comes to the same thing, the hiring and 
letting of pews, though not much can here be said, it is proper to 
observe, 

1. That there is nothing in any of those Acts which expressly 
authorizes the reservation of seats for their quasi-owners until the 
*^d, or the beginning, or any other period of the service. 

p2 
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2. There is nothing in those Acts to oust the absolute control of 
the Ordinaiy, or his officers the wardens, in any case where theii 
primary duty of seating the parishioners applies^ e,g. if at a reason- 
able time before service all the ftee seats are full of worshippers, 
and a parishioner enters and asks to be seated, the churchwardens 
have no right to keep him one instant standmg or sitting in the 
aisle, but are bound to put him at once, and in default thereof, he 
may put himself, into a seat, notwithstanding the probable commg 
and consequent exclusion of the quasi-owner of such seat. 

A recent case (itself a jjroof of the great change in public opinion) 
upset the right to vote for a pew made a property oy statute, and 
impliedly decides that this gives only the nght to use the seat 
without permission of the Ordinary or his officers, if the seat is 
vacant, and not to have it kept vacant for the quasi-owner. 

The great importance of this position is, that any clergyman, with 
the consent of his wardens and a reasonable support from his 
parish, by issuing proper notices and by judiciously proceeding 
under j)roper advice, may throw his church open, in theory at least 
irrespective of the Act of Parliament. No inconvenience need arise 
from this, for it is usually found that where a certain number of 
families, with or without law, show their desire to monopolise a 
church, the bulk of the poorer classes absent themselves, xhey are 
too independent to come where they see that they are not wanted. 

The Common Law, to which our attention will be confined, still 
prevails as to most of the old parish churches in England. It is a 
well-known rule that the Common Law cannot be set aside, or 
altered, except by express enactment. Even the apparent intention 
of an Act of Parliament will not suffice ; only an express declaration 
that the law shall be changed in a certain particular avails to 
change it. Nor can the decision of a court, or of any individual 
administrator of the law, or any modem or partial purchase, be set 
up against that ancient and immemorial custom which constitutes 
the Common Law. 

A court cannot decide anything against the universal custom ; it 
can only apply the Common Law to the special circumstances proved 
in the case before it. Even if a decision seems to conflict with the 
ancient custom, its real conformity therewith will be discovered by 
a more careful consideration of the words of the judgment or the 
circumstances of the case. 

The general law with respect to the rights of parishioners is 
ascertained (1) by the fact of that which has been the earliest and 
immemorial custom ; and (2) by judicial decisions or dicta, clearly 
referring to such custom or Common Law. 

No custom is good, no rule of the Church is a point of the 
ancient and present Common Law of England, which cannot be 
proved to have had its origin since the time of Richard L 

The courts from whose decisions the Common Law, as distin- 
guished from Statute Law, with respect to the appropriation of seats 
in churches has to be ascertained are : — 
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1. The Court of Queen's Bench, which has paramount authority 
in all causes affecting the rights of parishioners, and the acts and 
duties of the wardens as officers of the parish. As such officers 
they are the representatives of the parisnioners and guardians of 
their interests, irrespective of and previous to being admitted by 
the Archdeacon as officers of the Ordinary. It is only in this 
latter capacity that they have to obey his instructions, and that 
t)nly so mr as shall not conflict with their primary character and 
higher duty towards all the parishioners alike. 

2. The Court of Chancery interposes where law might other- 
wise override equity, to prevent injury for which, if done, due 
<5ompensation cannot be obtained afterwards by action. 

3. The Ecclesiastical Courts, or courts appertaining to the epis- 
-copal office in each diocese. These courts have faflen into some 
disrepute ; and if not now, as said by Froude to have been in the 
reign of Elizabeth, " incarnations of iniquity," have unquestionably 
perpetrated the greatest national wrong and mischief by autho- 
rising the construction and appropriation, contrary to the Common 
Law, of those galleries, parlours, and other incloaures which block 
up the heretofore open floor of parish churches, and exclude there- 
from the people of the parish. This has been done in virtue of the 
-assumed power to direct churchwardens in their special and secon- 
dary capacity as officers of the Ordinary. 

It thus appears (1) that the Queens courts are to protect the 
<5ommon rights of all the parishioners, and the special rights (it 
:any) which some parishioners may lawfully have acquired by pre- 
scription or otherwise ; (2) that the Bishop's court in each diocese 
<5annot overthrow directly those common or special rights, but may 
^ve to the Ordinary or his officers a quasi-legal authority for acts 
which violate such rights or modify their exercise ; but (3) that 
whatever the Bishop, or his chancellor or warden, may decide or 
do to the contrary, the rights of the parishioners still exist, but 
the power of enforcing such rights by legal process is suspended, 
because, the Ordinary having given authority to overrule such 
rights, the Queen's court will not question that authority. As by 
analogy, when Parliament orders^ its printers to print a libel, this 
does not cease to be a libel because it is protected from legal 
proceedings. But other remedies remain. The inhabitants of 
jBerkhampstead, for example, maintained their right to the free use 
of their common against its attempted appropriation, by removing 
three miles length.of iron railings and by continuing to use it as 
before. This, the legal and constitutional resort of English free 
men from the. earliest time to the present, When their law courts 
are corrupt or imperfect, may justly be deemed unsuitable to a 
church. But, on the one hand, it the more behoves those in 
authority to avoid occasions for its adoption; and on the other, 
those who really care for the right to worship God cannot be 
denied even the duty to use any means, not morally wrong, to 
resist the invasion of that right. The misfortune has been that 
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parishioners, not caring for their common right to the pariab 
charchesy have everywhere acquiesced in its violation. 

The reason that the Queen's courts do not interfere with tk 
proceedings of churchwardens adverse to such common right in 
parish churches is, that the Bishop has, as incident to his office^ 
absolute discretion in all such matters. A power which he cannot 
exercise himself he must delegate to another, either pro hoc via, 
or as part of a general system. He may revoke such power, or 
qualify it at any time. Faculties, which are a formal way of exer- 
cising that discretion, do not bind the Bishop himself, that is, may 
be recalled at pleasure. Thev do not bina the parishioners, nor 
hold the warden as their officer to any action opposed to their 
common right. For even if the Bishop s court cotud punish the 
warden for action properly taken against its decree to protect such 
right, it could not compel him to action in order to defeat the^ 
right, as by reserving places which are common to all the 
parishioners to a tenth part of them. The propriety of the exertase 
of that discretion by the Ordinary or his officers is determined by 
the Bishop's court. But although that discretion may be exercisd 
in a manner clearly contrary to the Common Law — ^now in one way, 
now in another way, in the same parish ; in this way in one parish 
and that in another, in the same oiocese ; and in the most different 
manner in different dioceses — this diverse exercise plainly cannot 
alter in the least that which is the one Common Law, the same 
inalienable common right of all parishioners, the free use by all 
alike of their parish church. For them — all of them — ^all alike-^ 
the parochial system exists; and their common right remains,^ 
although without a remedy in the Bishop's court, and although, 
tliis being the proper court, no other court will interfere. It reste 
with the parishioners to ignore the attempted derogation of their 
undoubted right, and with the wardens to abstain from interfering 
with their exercise of that right. ' 

An elaborate examination of the cases as to the right to seata 
in churches would here be out of place. Nor, indeed, is any 
lengthened statement necessary of that which is unquestionably 
now, as it was in the earliest times, the law of England, and 
the legal duty of the Ordinary and his officers. The following 
are some of the express declarations found in text-books on the 
subject: — 

" Of common right, the soil and freehold of the church is the 
parson's ; the use of the body of the church, and the repair of it, 
common to the parishioners." (Gibson's Codex.) 

** The use of the body of the church is in common to all 
parishioners." (Ayliffe's Parergon.) 

** By the general law, and of common right, all the pews in the 
parish church are the common property of the parish. Ihey are foi 
the use in common of the parishioners, who are all entitled to b^ 
seated, orderly and conveniently, so as best to provide for tb-^ 
accommodation of all. And every parishioner has clearly a right t^ 
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seat in the church without any payment for it." (Sir John Nichol, 
Q the case of " Fuller v. Lane,*^) 

From these statements, it necessarily follows that, as churcli- 
^ardens have no right to limit, to any extent whatever, the liability 
3 church-rates, so they have no right to limit the use of the church 
D any par.ticular section of the parishioners ; and that to assign to 
certain number of families, who say they will be " regular worship- 
ers," any more right than any others have, is as much a violation 
f the parochial system as to abolish church-rates, and to introduce 
lie modem congregational system of pew-rents. Renting, indeed, 
\ the necessary corollary of any assignment of seats ; for whatever 
; 18 worth a man's while to have it is worth his while to pay for. 
There are two cases in the books; one, the earliest on record, 
ecided in 1493, which declares the Common Law as it had then 
Ben from time immemorial, and as it is now precisely unchanged 
xcept as to new churches, under Acts of Parliament). This case 
cpressly decides that " the church is in common for every one," and 
at *' no place is more for one than another," except in the case of 
prescription," which ousts the authority of the Ordinary and his 
Beers. 

In the other case, one of the most modern, it was expressly 
clared by Lord Stowell, one of our greatest judges, to be the 
Jclesiastical as well as the Common Law of England " that every 
xishioner, rich and poor, has an equal right to be seated," and that, 
in seating the congregation, the convenience of all is to be con- 
Ited — all, rich and poor, without money and without price." 
If language has any settled meaning — which, in the face of the 
itraordinary use made of it, it sometimes seems hazardous to 
Srm — these five independent statements of the law can only be 
ken to mean that condition of thtngs which prevails, and has 
ways prevailed, for example, in Manchester parish church, from a 
iriod long before any appropriation of seats was customary : this 
eedom, which has withm the last ten years been restored, for 
cample, at Nantwich, and has been adopted in modem churches, 
\ St. Alban's, and in cathedral services. 

Against this overwhelming weight of authority and reasoning in 
ihalf of free parish churches, all that can be alleged on behalf of 
le pew-system, as even legally permissible, is, that there is some 
ancient rule of the Church " for the wardens to select [a certain 
timber of families, according to their degree, — or, as we might now 
ly, according to property or income, — and to assign to each of 
lose families the right to have reserved for them, and to consider 
leirs, a certain compartment or place, for a year or more; the 
3ual limitation to such tenancy being until the pew has been so 
■ten or so long empty as to justify its transfer to another. . 
Is it possible to reconcile this, the mildest way of putting the 
assignment of seats," with the language in which the ancient 
Je and custom of the Church has been just described? 
There is, indeed, in the oldest case above referred to, a ^jh^ase 
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which must not be overlooked. After distinctly declaring that no 
particular place in a church is for one person more than anotk; 
except by prescription, which overrides the general law, the judge 
adds, " perhaps the Ordinary will appoint to the ^ntlemen a plue 
convenient for them, and for the poor also convenient places." 

This clause declares the undouDted discretion of the Ordinary to 1: 
make a certain arrangement where circumstances require it It I 
(Iocs not lay down any rule or law that such arrangement shall 1)6 I 
made ; and there is nothing to indicate that more is meant thantlie 
appointment of a certain part of the area for a certain class i 
])ersons. This phrase is plainly the same ip meaning with the 
phrase, " seating parishioners according to their degree." Neitier 
phrase imports more than that which we affirm, namely, that in vsj 
arrangement of worshippers which the Ordinary may think fit to 
make, the interest of every class of parishioners shall be duly and 
equally consulted. 

Another allegation more than once made at Church Congresses 
is, that one of the Canons of 1603 requires such appropriation of 
l)cws to families every Easter. 

To this no other reply can be made than (1) that, historically, no 
such appropriation was ever, as a rule, made at Easter, or at any 
other time ; and (2) that there is in the Canons no authority for, or 
allusion to, any assigimient whatever. On the contrary, the fourot 
five Canons referring to the wardens' duty to the parishioners, in 
the matter of church-going, distinctly define that duty as applicable 
to all the parishioners alike. 

It was said, or assumed, in a question put to a witness before the 
Ritual Commission {Report, page 39, Q. 1454), that there is a 
*^ general law of the Church which requires to be set aside "for 
what are called free churches." But where, if not in the quarters 
already examined, can such " general law " be found ? For, admit- 
ting that some of the cases seem to imply a power to appropriate 
seats, there is no case which expressly decides that such power 
shall be exercised in any church, still less in all churches ; none 
that it ought to be exercised in favour of a minority of the parish- 
ioners to the exclusion of the majority, nor that pews may he 
assigned to families as such, nor reserved for them till the service 
begins, or any other time. 

The duty of the Ordinary with regard to new churches in populons 
places is clearly deducible from the foregoing statements .of lav. 
In old churches, it cannot be denied that the Ordinary has exercised 
the power of excluding the majority of the people from their com- 
mon right. He has appropriated all the seats to the well-to-do. He 
has allowed a few oi the largest ratepayers to divide the church 
into pews, or parlours. He has sanctioned the imposition of pew- 
rents. The churches in our great towns are largely possessed by 
non-parishioners, and even the so-called free seats have almost 
evervwhere been appropriated. 

If the Ordinary has, by himself or his officers, the power to 
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late — as is clearly done in all these ways — the undoubted Com- 

n Law of the land and the rule of the Church, it cannot be 

ibted that he has at least the same power to enforce such Common 

w and rule, even against the wardens, by preventing, in new 

irches, any reservation or appropriation of seats to some more 

in others of his parishioners. 

As no one would dream t)f contending that because the parish 

irches of, for example, Ludlow, Doncaster, and Bowden, are pew- 

ited with the express or implied authority of the Ordinary, 

jrefore the pew-renting of parisn churches is the " general law; " 

it is equally a mistake to suppose that the appropriation of seats, 

ivever general it may have become under the same authority, is 

:i of the law. 

Lastly, the special duty of churchwardens is supposed to be to 

ign pews to families. The notion of a free parish church, as 

iucea from the practice in ancient and modern times, in Man- 

ister, Nantwich, and elsewhere, is said to derogate from that duty 

i degrade the office. 

But, it is submitted, the question is not what the ideal dignity of 

rticular officials, but what law and the Church's rule and the 

idamental principles of the parochial system, require. 

The wardens are required to seat every parishioner, one as 

ich as another ; and this law and duty of the wardens applies 

aally :— 

^1) To the " free seats " in a church partially appropriated. 

(2) To all the seats at a free service in a pewed church. 

(3) To churches in which men and women sit apart. 

(4) To churches in which every family in the parish has a pew 
its own, square or oblong, high or low. 

(5) To churches where the extent of population renders this im- 
isible; families numbering double or ten times the number of 
wrs, and where therefore the utmost use is made of the church by 
quent services and allowing the parishioners to take, as they 
ne to any service, any places then vacant. 

Li all these churches the phrase "seating the parishioners" 
daily applies to the duty performed by the wardens. Can it 
srefore for a moment be contended that that phrase necessarily 
»ns the permanent assignment of seats to families ? 
If the law was not in Saxon times for the wardens or guardians 
a parish to give families pews of their own, this cannot be 
luired now. If it never was the function of wardens to " assign" 
"appropriate" seats before the Reformation, it is not their 
cessary ftinction since. The law is the same, and therefore the 
jal duty of wardens is precisely as it was 400 or 800 years ago. 
lis duty is still observed in practice almost universally in other 
anches of the Christian Church. There can be no legal obstacle 
its being gradually restored in our own. 

If the law required the assignment of seats, it would equally 
eclude any "free seats" or "free services" If the law is 
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observed by the cliurchwardens allowing one-third, one-half (a8 
required by the Incorporated Society), or fonr-fifths (as in the can 
of Mr. Walter's Church at Bearwood) of the seats be kept free or 
unassigncd, the law cannot be violated by their allowing all tlie 
scats at all the services to be free or unassigncd. 

If the cliurchwardens, as no one doubts, might adopt as a oo»- 
dition of assignment that the assignee shall be in his seat five 
minutes before or five minutes after service begins, they equally 
obey the law by adopting other conditions ; such as that the scxei 
may sit apart, or that tenant-farmers shall sit — ^that is, as a class— 
here, and labourers there ; that this tier shall be occupied by pcraoni 
paying so much tithe, and that tier be lefk for the use ofyopf- 
unmarried men, as in a curious assignment in 1595 of the seats is 
Eccles Church. 

If the wardens may say to one insisting upon a pew "this is 
your place, but you must be in it before the service begins," they 
may equally say, " this seat you shall occupy if vacant when yoa 
come ; but seats are not to be reserved, nor are cushions, books, or 
other signs of appropriation allowed, and if you find this occupied, 
you are to take the nearest vacant place." It would be difficult to 
show that such a direction by the wardens would not fulfil the 
ordinary definition of the " assignment of seats." Yet, if such 
directions were given to all applicants for pews .however numeroa8» 
without distinction, and worked- out with Shylock-like rigour aid 
precision, by wardens honestly regarding their duty to all alike, it 
might logically consist with perfect freedom of worship in fact and 
appearance. It would, indeed, do no good to the " assignee," becausa 
it would give him only the same right, namely, to occupy a seat 
from Sunday to Sunday if early enough to get it, which he has 
without such assignment. Experience, however, proves that no 
such virtue can be expected from churchwardens. As the thin end 
of the wedge is invariably followed by its thickest part, the only 
sound wisdom is to resist the least insertion of so dangerous an 
engine. 

Such, therefore, beyond all question is the law of free parish 
churches. The law is as clear now as at any previous time. The 
practice is in abeyance in many churches. In many churches it j 
has continued without interruption till now. No alteration in the ] 
law therefore is desired by those who advocate merely the restoia- 
tion of the ancient freedom of parish churches. All that the most 
lengthened and profound consideration of the subject has enabled 
them to recommend is, that a cheap and easy remedy should be 
provided for " aggrieved parishioners." 

Nor can the Ecclesiastical Commissioners be anv longer allowed 
to encourage, as they now encourage, that which the Bishop of 
Worcester termed the abomhiable system of pew-rents in parish 
churches, or to refuse to the founders of free churches, as the Com- 
missioners have refused, the insertion of words declaring them to 
be free, in the conveyance of the site. 
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This sabject in any of its bearings is far from exhausted. A 
somplete answer, it is believed, has been, and can be, furnished to 
iveiy possible objection to the principles here laid down. In con- 
dnsion it is only necessary to remind your Lordship that the 
inestion (as was stated in the outset) is, not whether all churches 
with or against the sanction of the Ordinary shall be at once made 
jree — ^that is, unappropriated, and for the use in common of all the 
parishioners, rich ana poor — but whether in new churches, or in 
my church where all are willing to adopt the rule of first come 
irst served, with the full sanction of the ibishop, there is, or is not, 
my canon, ancient rule, or general law, inconsistent with such 
jeedom, or which requires in a building, the common property of 
ie parish, the necessarily uniust and injurious preference of one set 
rf parishioners — and those the least needing religious instruction 
—over the poorest and most numerous, least instructed, and every 
Tsaj worst-off residue of the parishioners. 



DISCUSSION. 

The Bey. W. WiLKnrsoir, D.D. (Rector of St. Martin's, Birmingham). — I have been 
peqnested to speak on the sabject of the preceding Paper, and I say at once that 
r helieye there will be no difference of opinion between myself and any member of the 
Songress^when I affirm that there ought to be no distinction between class and class 
uB the appropriation made for convenience in the public worship of Almighty God. 
[Cheers. ) We ought to have respect to the wants and wishes of the poorer parishioners 
Ml well M of the richer. Any arrangement that necessarily ezcludesihe poor from the 
iervice of the Church must certainly be most disadvantageous. We have, therefore, to 
Utquirey in the first place, whether the appropriation of sittings necessarily excludes 
Uie poorer chisses, and whether, if the church were large enough to meet the wants of 
■U the parishioners, it would not be desirable and convenient to appropriate certain 
■etts to the poor as well as to the rich, and endeavour to secure by such appropriation 
Ml constant, regular, and habitual attendance at Divine service. From my own inter- 
eonrae with Uie poor, and from what I have observed of their habits, I believe they 
ire anjuons to have their own particular sittings and to occupy their own particular 
phoM, I have known cases where a person has been in the habit of occupying a 
particular seat, and, on entering church, and finding that place occupied by some 
brother parishioner, has been r^y to say, " That is my seat," although there had 
i»een no appropriation, and he had no right to make such an assertion ; but still such 
Hdrenmstance indicates that their feelings and desires are in favour of appropriation. 
11' No, no.") The question is not merely a legal question, but (as the latter part of the 
taper just read admits) a real practical question, as to how we can best meet the wants, 
Wishes, and convenience of all classes of parishioners; and as all are agreed that some 
^ropriation must in idl cases exist — (" No ") — the real question is, how far should we 
oany it out 1 (** No.") I reaffirm that in every case there is a limited appropriation. 
C" No, no.") Is tJbere no appropriation for the officiating minister and the choristers. 
CWes of ** No." ** They are not the congregation.") I maintain that they are 
>&embei8 of the congregation, and that it is convenient for an orderly arrangement 
^t the choristers should know where to go, and go to the place assigned for them, 
^e real question is, how far should we carry that arrangement^ for there have been 
■nangements in many churches not only contrary to the general principles laid down 
« the New Testament, but injurious to the best interest of the Church. (" Oh, oh.") 
It is most disadvantageous that free sittings should be placed in some dark posi- 
^on in tiie church where people can neither see nor hear. (Hear.) If any one need 
^ hetter place than another for hearing or seeing, it is the poor man. (Hear.) There- 
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fore if it ia nccettaiy in making ftmngemento to aadgn a certain nmnber of oi 
priated free sittings, let them be in the best place. (Hear, hear). The pieTioui 
nas not referred to village chorchee, bat to the great towns, and of tiie right 
pariMhioners to a seat in the parish chorch. But if there be any speeii&l aib 
muHical or oratorical, and the free principle is adopted of " first come first senre 
could the area of the church in populons towns be presenred for the w 
parinhioncrH ] I maintain that it is only by appropriation that seats for the parii 
oan be preserved. (Hear, hear.) Bat, at the same time, t^e appropriation ong 
carefully and judiciously carried out, andjimit^, and a certain number of aitt 
unappropriated, because there will always be a number of accidental attend] 
whom some unappropriated sittings are desirable. But with req;>ect to the c 
regular, and habitual attendants, it it desirable, as a rule, that sittings should be i 
There is one great advantage of the system of appropriation : it enables a el( 
to know where to look in order to aseertain whether a certain member of 
gregation be present or not. There are also some abuses in the appropriation 
it is an abuse when those to whom the seatd are appropriated suppose that tl 
a vested interest in a certain place, and that it should be at all times res( 
them. Appropriation should go no further than till Uie commencement oi 
service. As soon as Divine service commences then all unoccupied sitting 
be filled. (Hear.) That is the custom adopted in my own church ; and I was 
to fiad, on entering upon the rectory of St Martin's, that such a plan had I 
viously adopted by the churchwardens. So that it is appropriation for order, 
appropriatiun for exclusion that I advocate. (Cheers.) Moreover, there are 
difficulties in the adoption of the unappropriated system. Are we to I 
sexes separated 1 (Cries of " No," and " Yes.") If Uie sexes are separat 
families will be divided ; and if the sexes are not separated, how is it possi 
lady with a school of forty or fifty young ladies— (laughter) — to liave charge 
when they are scattered up and down a large church with free and unappi 
sittings, while in the same church a boarding-school of young mfn might be i 
in like manner. These are practical questions. (Cheers.) I believe it is ' 
that husbands and wives, parents and children, whether rich or poor, si 
together. (Cheers and interruption.) I malntun, therefore, that appropria 
rule is desirable. (Renewed interruption.) 

The Chaibman.— One inconvenience of these interruptions is that they ( 
speaker of a portion of his time, and that he must be indemnified for it. 

Dt. \Vilkinson. — One minute more ! I think there are cases in which th 
of non-appropriation may be very desirable, but let common sense and 
prudence dictate the best arrangement for the worship of Almighty Go 
the rich and the poor may meet together before that God who is the Maker 
all. (Cheers.) 

The Earl of Dartmouth.— I hope I shall not have to claim the privilej 
dcmnification, although I rather favour the views of the minority, and a 
the character of a rather old-fashioned country gentleman. (Cheers.) I 
however, an advocate for square pews, which, indeed, are simply abominable 
is, however, some good in everything ; and when the squire closes his eyes— 
not in sleep— (a laugh)— for no one ever really goes to sleep in church, but 
have that appearance — the square pew would save the more unsophisticated 
the congregation from so pernicious an example. (Laughter.) Although I j 
fullest extent with previous speakers — perhaps Archdeacon Denison will den 
presently — (cheers) — in the desire to see the privileges and the blessings of the 
Church of England extended to all classes of the community — (cheers) — at the a 
I must remind earnest, zealous advocates for Church extension, that they n 
with things as they are, and not with things as they would have them. In a 
neighbourhood, or in any of the great towns, when a new church is built, j 
not adopt a better system than the free and open system. But where you d 
an old-&8hioned country parish, where you find old rooted ideas and associf 
might even go so far as to say prejudices — ^there you must remember a sayin 
who was wiser than any, who set examples of worldly wisdom as well as of h< 
conduct, when He told His disciples that new wine must not be put into ol< 
(Cheers.) I cannot help saying that in country parishes there are very i 
bottles indeed — (a laugh) — and I cannot refrain from reminding you th 
people are brought up in the belief that the pew must go with the house, 1 
inherit the pew from those who have gone before them, their fathers and foi 
who bought it with good money, and the new system comes down upon then 
and says, ** Go out of that pew and make room for your own labourers," yon 
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^3 of the middle class alienated from the Church of England. (Cheers.) This 
T perhaps seem an extreme Tlew, but I have had some experience in country 
liahes, and I belieye it to be a true one. To return to the subject' more directly 
>:>e us, I would say that I wish to see all distinctions of rank and position in the 
CM of God thoroughly done away with. (Cheers.) I wish to see the poor equally 
nidered with the rich ; and above all, I wish to see the infirm, the deaf, and the 
^ amongst the poor, placed in the very best places in the church. (Cheers.) At 

aame time I do not want to see families divided. I am very fond of children, but 
.« not believe my fondness would extend to other people's children at church, 
feangh.) We have all of us heard the fearful crash, and it always happens at the 
latest moments of the service, occasioned by a child falling off the seat ; and when 
Is happens I would rather it was one of my own than one of somebody else's children. 
HBers and laughter.) As to the remedies for Church hindrances in this year of grace 
yi, I do not think they are to be found in legislation. It seems to me that the multi- 
aiiion of services and the employment of additional curates would be the very best 
■us of remedying the spiritual destitution both of town and country. (Cheers.) But 
faiie regular worshippers are to go to church and find their seats occupied, you may 
Mnd upon it that there will be a falling off in the attendance of one class if there is 
fi fn another. (Cheers.) Many of you may have spent the Sunday at some time of your 
Bi at a watering-place. Perhaps some of you have been at Scarborough on a Sunday, 
1 remember the race to church which used to take place among the one-horse 
rises. Now I do not want to see a scramble to the church. I am speaking of 
mtry churches, and I believe that there is a growing love for the Church of 
i|^d, and that where there is an attractive service in the neighbourhood of the 
BBt towns, many would be induced by that attractive service to spend the day in the 
ontry, and not attend the services at the parish church. It would be an extremely 
«er thing if the parishioners in country places were to go to church and find their 
lb preoccupied by mere visitors from the town. It would give rise to heartburnings, 
4 difficulties, and dissatisfaction, which would all fall upon the churchwardens; and 
jou make the office of the churchwarden more onerous than it is at present, you will 
itget the best and most respectable men of the parish to undertake that office, and 
t Church will proportionately lose thereby. (Cheers.) I will not detain you 
riher, except to make one remark. I admit, with shame and with sorrow, as a 
smbcx of the Church of England, that there is insufficient room for those who would 
I worshippers in our churches ; but at the same time when it is considered that 
ine of those who would be worshippers must be left outside, is it not unreasonable 
» expect that those who are regular worshippers, those who have in some instances 
itributed out of rather narrow means to restore, and embellish, and support the 
iEBich, should have a prior claim over the other parishioners 1 (" No, no.* ) And 
cannot help thinking — it may be a low view of the case — that where a man 
ttnged in business has made a sacrifice, it may be out of rather narrow means, in 
»Br to restore, enlarge, and beautify his parish church, he has on that account 
jtae claim to a seat in it (*' No, no.") Well, I am sorry you differ from me — 1 said 
'iras a low view, but you seem to think it a lower view than I do myself. (Cheers.) 
I eonclusion, I must say that I am not prepared at present to support the move- 
MDt for free and open churches, simply because I want to see order, and an absence of 
nMon. (Cheers.) 

The Earl of Habbowbt. — I have very little to say, except '* ditto," to the speeches 
tDr. Wilkinson and Lord Dartmouth. I admit that in many places the pew system is 
I obstacle to religious life and progress, but at the same time I cannot go the length 
f Mr. Herford, and hold that the true remedy is totally free and unappropriated 
ttingB. I cannot see how in that case order is to be preserved, or how the parish- 
nera are to be seated. Many London clergymen complain that their churches are 
tnndi^^d with church-goers from a distance, who displace the people of the district. 
have seen a letter from the Rev. Mr. Stuart, published in the Guardian news- 
Kper^ in which he states that the parishioners are excluded from their seats by 
rangers who go half an hour earlier, and pre-occupy them. This may be very well 

chapels of ease or proprietary chapels, but in parish churches the seats are for the 
irishioners, and not for strangers. I would, therefore, allow appropriation — with or 
ihont money, is another question— but not unless each worshipper is there five 
inntea before service commences. (Cheers.) If men and women make that sacrifice 
ey should be entitled to accommodation before others from a distance ; but with 
at reservation I am in favour of appropriation. If a church will accommodate 600, 
d iJiere are 600 persons present, no more can be done — open seats will do no more 
in that. Begular worsluppers should have their places to go to — ^it is too much to 
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fxpcct' that churchwardens ahoald be mahing here and there to leit peo^ni 
deciding on the moment where this family, or that school, or these peni»i>ibillta 
seated. That would not he conducire to the jROod order of Christiaa wonhip^ At 
the hnmc time the pew By«tem is susceptible of great improTement-. Thenflbraldta 1 
in the fint place no lockB — (cheers) — and no doors to pews. What is mated ki 1 
place for public worship, and not a secladed box. Many little acts of aceommflditki I 
muvt however come from the worRhippers themselyea. A regular wonhipperdioilll 
nnt take the end of a seat as if he would hold it against all comers, bat the fink ill | 
nrrircH 8hnu1<i go to the farther end. (Lond cheers.) I believe that aesti m' 
to the parii^hioners giye more secnritj for obtaining the objects of a parish c 
and arc wore advantageous to the people than all free and open seats. Ko dflrii \^ 
there ought to be some open seats--4cneen»^ — and those ought always to beptadi 
in the bent part of the church. If I recollect aright^ wben Dr. Hook wti Tkii fl( 
liCcdH, he had the floor of his church entirely free, while the seats in the giUei7i« 
asitigned,Ro that he could say to the poor ''walk in, and yon shall have the W 
p1aci\*' vChccrs.) With such modifications the interests of the Charcb uA U 
people would be, in my judgment, promoted by a limited assignment of mlf> 
(Cheers.) 

The llcv. Db. Hiitde (Dean of Memphis, Tennessee, who was received wiihdMO^ 
paid)— 1 Btand here to-day, my lord, in the presence of this large congregation top 
claim the Catholic faith — '* God is no respecter of persons 1 " The revival whiclH 
been carried on for the last thirty years in this grand old Church of England iilM 
on the principle that in His holy temple He is no respecter of persons. (Chen) 
How can we maintain that Catholic futh, and contend for it so strenuously m Mf 
of Ui« have done, and then from day to day, and from year to year, see Cfaiisti'i IM ^ 
excluded from His own holy temples. Bishops, Priests, and Dciacons, idl bang W 
on the subject] (Cheers, and a Voice, **ito, no!") This is a cruelty unhond^ :l 
even in the days of Nero--(a laugh) — it is a monstrosity that Christ's poor, to ih* js 
He came to preach the Gospel, should be thus excluded frx>m its ^ad aoidj ii 
Mammon. This is a question dear to my heart-^ne which I have toUed for, pop a 
for, struggled for, and have undergone much self-denial for, and am ready to oovj :; 
same again. (Cheers.) It is one of the most absurd and inconsistent things poM f 
that the Church should proclaim the Gospel to the poor and then adopt the mesBi^lfl[ i 
pews, of excluding the poor from her places of worship. (Loud cheeiSb) It M* ^ 
grossly inconsistent, as well as wrong, to repeat our Divine Master^a most loving ■ i 
blessed invitation, "Come unto me all ye that are heavy laden and I will give rt^ 
unto your souls," and then place a barrier, so to speak, to prevent the poor fNB 
entering the sanctuaries and holy places set apart by our forefathers for the coaB* 
worship of all 1 (Cheers.) What can the scoffing world outside think when the ao«4 
of the auctioneer's hammer is heard, and, amidst the fierce contention of rival biddfl^ 
knocking down places in the temple of the Lord to the highest bidder? (iiondedi 
of '' No, no ! " and some confusion, amidst which the very rev. Dean was spokw tolj 
the Rev. G. Fraser.) That is the system in some churches in America, but I imgW 
to learn that no such monstrosity is permitted here. (Cheers, and cries of "^<t]* 
tion.") I hope those who contend for free and unappropriated seats in your diom 
will go on and persevere in their noble efforts until the Gospel is proclaimed to is , 
without distinction, and high and low, rich and poor, princes and beggars, miT w 
meet, without let or hindrance, in God's holy temples, to acknowledge that Hewil 
in heaven is the common Lord and Father of all. (Loud cheers.) 

Mr. Bkresford Hopb, M.P. — I beg to express my great gratification at the tin 
which this debate has taken. I stand on this platform as one of the surviving soldleii 
of the primitive anti-pew army— (kughter)— of the Cambridge Camden 8odet|* 
Years ago we were looked upon as very dangerous and very extreme men, but now «• 
are treated as old fogies, because we stick to what we stuck to then. (LanghtB 
and cheer:*.) We were the first enemies of the pew system, and the pew system is no« 
condemned by all. ("No I ") The anti-pew party, however, is divided into tut 
camps ; one is what we may term the wholly open party, and the other the free ho 
appropriated party. One is in favour of no appropriation in any shape or form what 
ever in any church, and the other is opposed to any property in or lettinga or leasing 
of seats. But these two parties really mean the same essential thing, and it would h 
a shame and a mistake if one or other of those sections were absolutely to triumph ov« 
the other, for the question is one affecting that broad comprehensiveness which is tli 
grand characteristic of the Church of England, of which this Cong^ress has struck tt 
key-note. (Cheers^ There must be differences in most things ; especially t^ere must I 
full licence for difierences (within the limits of the Prayer-book) in the style of condoc 
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►f England worship. Some people like services conducted in a very plain, 
imble manner, whilst others are in favour of grand services, with music of 
adard ; so likewise some prefer absolutely unappropriated sittings, while 
> know where they can find their place ; and therefore the question of seats, 
. that of other worship details, becomes one of common sense, and must 
L as circumstances require. I agree with the Earl of Dartmouth in most 
aid ; except his quid pro quo to the generous layman who had decorated 
-(laughter) — and in another particular or two, to which I will refer later ; 

that out of the question, it is true that country churches and town 
ad upon different bases. As one bom and bred in London, I must say 
rch of England in our large towns, or at all events in the metropolis, must 
ngregational, and not merely parochial. People in London at least must 
) select the churches which most suit their religious tastes and their turn 
.bought, without being frowned on by the incumbent of the parish in 
ive, and therefore it would be a mistake if, in London at least, there were 
ces of worship quite open, and others with appropriation. (Cheers.) In 
3 naves of cathedrals and collegiate churches should be free to all. Under 
Ions there are places of worship which should be likewise opened, particu- 
L chapels, while ordinary parish churches must settle the matter for them- 
: church may be ^* Low,** and think most of its preaching, and another 
inguished for its music and the *' High" tone of its service, while no 
ng its sermons; but each will be thought by some to be the most per- 
then, let all persons, in the name of Christ, work for their own party, 
rn section, in their own way. As to the question of the division of 

confess I am a convert — (laughter)— although some years ago I was 
u (Cheers.) I mean that I am a convert to the permission, not the obll- 
tiere are many cases in which exceptions may be and must be made. The 
selves should be quite billing for the practice — it should not be forced 
tngregation. It would be positively wrong to attempt to make it com- 
be old-fashioned couples in country parishes w]bio have gone on all their 
\ out of the same Prayer-books ; though, at the same time, I believe from 
irvation, that the custom of separation has lingered on much more gene- 
ntry parishes, in which pews have not replaced the old 15th century 
n is generally apprehended. On the contrary, in towns where there are 
perhaps occasionally rather rough congregations and evening services, 
actical considerations of a moral nature to which I will not now minutely 
might make the separation imperative. (Cheers.) Common sense should 
in all such arrangements. The objects of both sections who are attacking 
sm being the same, let us hear no more of differences between the wholly 
e free but appropriated parties. Let each case be dealt with pro re natd, 

parties unite in one solid phalanx for determined and persistent action 
iommon foe. (Cheers.) i 

Canon Trbvor. — I appear before you to-day partly to fulfil a promise 
e to Mr. Herford some time ago, that if I had the opportunity I would 
e whole of his theory in half an hour. I have only ten minutes now, but 
more than sufficient, as his own Paper has thrown overboard more than 
.nd the speeches of the noble lords and the reverend gentlemen who pre- 
ave got rid of so much more that very little remains to dispose of. 
b is admitted on all hands that the question does not arise where churches 
»ugh to hold the people of the parish. (**No, no.'*) Yes ! that is what 

has just conceded. He now says himself that the question does not 
the churches are sufficiently capacious to hold the people; it is only 
here the population is greatly in excess that we have to deal In these 
b can be done is to get as many as the church will hold ; when the space 
an do no more, as two people cannot sit on the same seat. 
I. — We can have more services in succession. (Cheers.) 
EVOR. — That is anotLer question. We are now considering what to do 
lation in excess of the church accommodation. Two modes have been 
' meeting the difficulty. One is, that the churchwardens in such a case, 
persons are coming to the church than the seats will accommodate, shall 
the seats to the inflowing congregation as they present themselves until 
3 filled. The second is, that the people shall appropriate the seats them- 

in fact, they shall act upon the principle of first come firsfserved. ('' Oh I 
leers.) In either case the church will be occupied by the minority to the 
the majority. It cannot possibly be otherwise where the church will only 



warden to provide him with a Beat, and he has a legal right to have a se 
the churchwarden do not provide him with a seat, I know what my friend 
Deniaon would advise that parishioner to do. He would advise him U. 
Court of Queen's Bench and apply for a mandamtu against that churchwai 
deacon Deni>ion : " That I certainly should.") And when the churcb 
" mandamus-ed/' the only answer he could make would be that the church 
filled by parishioners, and he had no more scats to appropriate. If he ai 
he had thrown open the doors and allowed the crowd to come in and tak 
of the seats, whether they were parishioners or not, the court in that case 
soon tell him that he was bound to find a seat for a parishioner in prefe: 
other person who was not a parishioner. If the churchwardens do not ac 
principle, the church will become, not as the law says it is, the common 
the parishioners, but of any mob of persons who may choose to come \ 
the surrounding parishes. The question is whether parishioners have 
right to the seats in the church to be allotted to them by the proper ol 
church, or whether there is to be an invasion of those common rights hy 
who have no legal right to share them. I maintain that every man m 
church-rates has a corresponding right to his share in the parish chun 
brings me to the question of church-rates. A more unfortunate illustra 
heard than that which Mr. Herford has given us on this point. A cb 
a common charge on the parishioners, but it is levied not in the lump but 
assessment of the parishioners ; and as the parishioner bears his personal 
common charge for the support^of the church, so he has a perfect right to 
share in the common privileges of the church. We have in York an an 
in certain common pastures which are the property of the freemen. Tb 
mean that eveiy man may turn in his beast when he pleases. But the fr 
their pasture masters in the several wards, who are trustees of the comm( 
and they allot the use of it to individuals according to their legal claim, 
any lawyer in England to deny that is the law with respect to church accc 
also. It is daily so administered in the courts. Mr. Herford has chosen 
nate the appropriation system as the pew-system, and he has thus actual! 
the very reverend Dean that our churchwardens put the seats up to aucti 
people do iu America. But the real question is, if you determine to thn 
churches free, without charge or payment for the accommodation provid 
not bound first to accommodate the parishioners, to whom the church be 
object in thus opposing the sentiments expressed by Mr. Herford is that t 
the poor in their parish churches shall be respected. (Cheers.) I certainly 
somewhat inconsistent when the last speaker talked about ** no respecter < 
and then immediately afterwards said that the poor should be respecti 
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!e is that it has not fulfilled the purpose for which it was endowed 
eel Act ; that the congregations are chiefly persons from a distance, and 
restrict it to their own particular parish the church would he almost empty, 
ent states, in his evidence, that this is partly caused by the church haying 
rated as a free and open church, and that he and his churchwardens feel 
I appropriating the seats according to the Common Jjaw o\ England. (Crie« 
! " and " Time.**) There is another church, that of St Barnabas — (cheers) 
the objects of a church are really and practically attained, but the 
the incumbent shows that appropriation is neci^ssary, the men are placed 
and the women on the other. (Cries of " No, no," and disapprobation.) 
. like to hear things called by their light names. Then there is some 
opriation in that church — (Cries of '* Time," against which the speaker 
vain until, the bell indicating the time was expired, he resumed his seat) 
UDKNT.— There are two subjects set down for this afternoon, and the 



THE OPFERTORY. 

ev. G. Fraser (St. Mary's, Wolverhampton) read the 
Paper : — 

the revived doctrines and usages of the Church of 
within the last thirty years, there is not one which is 
iliar to the majority of her members than " the Offertory.*' 
ir thought it means the "offerings" which are made in 
ist act of worship, rather than the sentences of Holy 
which are read by the priest, and which in strict eccle- 
hrase is " the Offertory." 

lisapplication of the word is to be reffretted, as it; has 
lessen in the minds of many persons the solemn import- 
lis essential preparatory portion of the service in which 
ngaged. " Although we be unworthy, through our mani- 
offer unto God any sacrifice," yet, as " our bounden duty 
je," we are about to present unto Him our great peace- 
he Christian Sacrifice of thanksgiving ; and to plead witli 
nerits and death of our Lord Jesus Christ ; that " through 
is blood, we and all his Church may obtain Veraission of 
,nd all other benefits of his passion." That we may be 
with his grace and heavenly benediction," we who are 

the Father in and by Him, must, through Him, offer 
s, our souls and bodies, to be a reasonable, holy, and 
•ifice unto God." (Communion Office.) 
Fering of our souls— our will, affections, desires, and pur- 
whoUy inward, and has no outward expression, but words, 

and awe; which cost us no self-denial or self-sacrifice, 
ng of our bodies — our strength and vigour, our energies 
r, which are exercised through the members — ^finds ex- 
n the gifts which we present unto God ; which we have 
IS our property, by toil and labour, under His blessing, 
illy give back to God, that which we have wholly received 
, and by an act of self-renunciation, give a practical proof 
neslness of our self- dedication to God. Our offerings, in 
sense, become an objective portion of ourselves, since, in 
btain them, we have expenaed a part of the vital energy 
Q 
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of tlic 1 ody. The nieapure of our olferiTig must be in accorfance l- 
\Yitli (lod's* rule: " Every man shall give as He is able, accordiM |; 
to tlic blessing of the Ix)rd thy God which he has given thee 
(IVut. xvi. 17). It must be an entire gift; no part thereof miHt 
1)0 kept back. It must express a complete offering of our bodies, 
and not a i)art thereof only. It must be a free-will offering, made 
according to the ability of that state of life unto which it has 
pleased Ood to call us, and the means with which He has endowed 
U.S. Xo defined amount can be fixed by others ; each will reflate 
his offering, rather ly his sense and estimation of the relation in 
which he stands to God, than by a stereotyped sum which shall 
remain unalterable. The pecuniary value of the gift is of no 
ncconnt in God's sight, whether it be great or small ; the sett 
denial, the self-renunciation, the self-sacrifice, signified thereby, is 
the standard of II is judgment and approval, of otir moral fitness to 
approach Ilim in that Holy Sacrament. 

Our offering is — 1. An acknowledgment of the sovereign^ of 
God. That lie is the Creator, Governor, and Preserver of all thma 
Tiiat the earth is the Lord's, and all that is therein. That the 
silver and the gold are His, and the cattle on a thousand hilk 
That we live, and move, and have our being in Him. That tb 
course of our life is ordered after the counsel of His will. That 
we are absolutely dependent upon Him for the supply of our need, 
and for the preservation to us of what He has given to us, whethfl 
to soul or body. 

2. It is an act of homage to Him, as our Lord and King. We 
are the subjects of His kingdom. Where and what we are therein, 
and the work we have to do, are His appointment. The talents 
we possess, whether of mind, body, or estate, are committed to a 
by Him, to be used in His service. We are wholly His, in Christ 
Jesus, — bodv, soul, and spirit ; and we draw near to Him, bringing 
gifts, with thankfulness and adoration, ascribing to Him the glory, 
which is His due from us. 

3. It is an act of self-surrender, by which we lay ourselves at 
His feet, tendering to Him our whole life for His acceptance. Wfl 
offer not merely the gift we have presented, but our whole wealthi 
riches, and possessions. Whether it be much or little, we, in thit 
offering, surrender our all to Him; we yield up to Him our sonb 
and bodies, by which, through His blessing, we have acquired whit 
we hold. 

The spirit of the offering is expressed fully in the words of 
David, king of Israel, on a like occasion, " Blessed be Thou, Lord 
God of Israel, our Father, for ever and ever. Thine, O Lord, is 
the greatness, and the power, and the glory, and the victory, and 
the majesty : for all that is in the heaven and in the earth is 'Thine; 
Thine is the kingdom, O Lord, and Thou art exalted as head above 
all. Both riches and lionour come of Thee, and Thou reignest ovei 
all; and in Thine hand is power and might ; and in Thine hand i' 
is to make great, and to give strength unto all. Now, therefore 
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)ur God, we thank Thee, <ind praise Thy glorious Name .... for 
ill things come of Thee, and of Thine own have we given Thee " 
1 Chrou. xxix. 10 — 14). This is what is meant by what is popu- 
arly termed " the Offertory," by which people understand " the 
offerings " made while " the Offertory " is said. It is an essential 
preparatory portion only of the great Christian Sacrifice, and stands 
n closest relation to it. It is a presentation of gifts to God, who, 
;hrough that Sacrifice, accepts them and blesses the giver, filling 
liim with grace and heavenly benediction, sanctifying hini and all 
Repossesses. 

Therefore, the Church of England, in accord with, and following 
the commandments of God and tlie practice of the Church of God 
from the giving of the Law on Mount Sinai, takes from these gifts, 
"a Memorial," the oblationaof bread and wine, and doing as our 
Lord Himself did, and saying over them what our Lord Himself 
said, offers unto the Father the Passion of His dear Son Jesus 
Christ ; pleading His merits and death, for the acceptance of the 
<>fiferers and their offerings, " not weighing their merits, but pardon- 
ingtheir offences." 

The faithful givers of these gifts are now, indeed, blessed in soul 
tod body; made one with Jesus, and He one with them. They 
go forth from the altar strengthened and refreshed, to do the work 
appointed them in the world, and to glorify God in their bodies and 
Jpirits in all they do, using what they possess — now accepted and 
ilessed by Him — in acts of charity and devotion, for His sake. 

To bring presents when we come before God is the earnest desire 
>f all faithful and loving hearts. To be permitted to make Him an 
offering is the coveted privilege of the child of God, and has been 
o from the beginning ; and our Heavenly Father has sealed that 
lesire with His seal, when, in the giving of the Law, He decreed 
his observance not as by an arbitrary command, but as granting 
\ fiivour. I need not rehearse what will be found in Numbers xv. 
urther than to quote these words : " One ordinance shall be both 
br you of the congregation, and also for the stranger that sojourneth 
^th you, an ordinance for ever in your generations : as ye are, so 
ihall the stranger be before the Lord. One law and one manner 
»hall be for you, and for the stranger that sojourneth with you " 
Numbers xv. 16, 16). 

From that time, whenever sacrifice was offered by any of the 
children of Israel, whether it were a burnt offering, or a vowed 
>ffering, or a free-will offering, or the peace offering ; com, and wine, 
md oil, the fruits of the earth, gained by the labour of the body, 
mder God's blessing, were brought by the offerer, and were con- 
sumed upon the altar with the sacrifice, either in whole, or in part. 
The Ola Testament, both in the prophetical books and in the 
fewish history, bears witness to the continuous usage and practice. 
The Gospels mform us how deeply it was fixed in the minds of the 
>eople, as an essential of sacrifice, that offerings were a requisite 
accompaniment thereof. " If thou bring thy gift to the altai*, and 

Q2 



Decause uuuas iiuu uic ua^, luai uesus uau saiu uiiiu 
those things tliat we have need of against the feasi 
xiii. 28, 29). The practice of the first Christians teacher 
they considered this commandment to be of perpetual c 
and not merely a ceremonial observance, whicn was to < 
the sacrifices of bulls and goats. " For as many of thei 
possessed of lands or houses sold them, and brought the 
the things that were sold, and laid them down at the 
feet'* (Acts iv. 34), which has been understood to 1 
done at the time of " the breaking of bread, and praye 
sinful conduct of the Corinthians, mentioned in St. I 
epistle to them, gives further evidence to us that the 
passed on from the Law to the Gospel ; while his exhorta 
Hebrews confirms our belief in its universal adoption : * 
an altar, whereof they have no right to eat which serve 

nacle By Jesus, therefore, let us ofifer the sacrific 

to God continually, that is, the fruit of our lips, giving 
His name. But to do good and to communicate forg( 
with such sacrifices God is well pleased" (Heb. xiii. 10 
" There can be no doubt," says Palmer (Origines 
vol. ii. p. 67), " that it has been the universal custom of 
since the Apostolic age, to ofier alms and oblations, to tl 
God. In the writings of the primitive Fathers, and 1 
Synods, we find this practice recognised throughout 
world. We know its prevalence in Africa from the ^ 
Optatus, Cyprian, Tertullian, and the decrees of the 
Carthage. In the patriarchate of Antioch its existence 
by Chrysostom, the Apostolical Constitutions, and Justin 
is a witness for Italy; Gregory Nazianzen for CsBsaraea a 
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Why are so many of our Offertories (so called) starved ? What 
akes the complaint so rife that they do not become larger in 
Lurches where the usage has been for some years established? 
ear after year the amount continues nearly the same, so that the 
ergy and churchwardens can at the beginning of each year 
ilculate with tolerable correctness what sum shall be apportioned 
; the end of it to definite objects, which seldom increase in 
amber. Is it not that our people's offerings are made on no right 
rinciple, that in fact they are not offerings presented unto the 
lOrd, as a part of our highest act of worship, that they do not enter 
ito the meaning of our Lord's saying : " Give alms as you are 
ble, and behold all things are clean unto you?" (Luke xi. 41, 
largin.) Let our people be taught what is meant by this service 
hey are not unwilling to learn), and they will bless their teachers, 
he Church of England would then have an abundance for the 
xformance of every good work. The endowment of bishoprics, 
e increased incomes of her clergy, the foundation of needful 
stitutions within her fold, would no longer be her unaccomplished 
sire. It should then be said of her children's spiritual condition, 
it was said of the first Christians' temporal estate, " Neither was 
3re any among them that lacked." " Distribution was made to 
ery man according as he had need." 



ADDEESS AND DISCUSSION. 

r. G. Talbot, Esq. delivered the following Address : — I must occupy one or twoof the 
autes allotted to me with a few words of personal explanation. I cannot conceive 
f I have been selected by the Executive Committee to speak upon the subject of 

Offertory. Speakers on these occasions, I imagine, have either theories of their 
a, or else have the results of practical experience to lay before the Congress. But 
ave no particular theory on this subject, nor any special practical experience. I 
pect that as these days have been distinguished by an adulation — not unnatural, 1 
nit — of the ** working man," so my position here is due to a parallel adulation of 
%i is called the " Christian layman "—who is supposed to be able to speak at any 
le, and for any length of time, on every subject within the whole range of Chris- 
aity. I mention this, because it will show that most of my remarks must be 
ond-hand. Having this duty cast upon me, I thought the best thing I could do 
I to obtain ^ much information as I could from others. I accordingly made a 
>lic request for such information, and the result has been an amount which exceeded 

sanguine expectations. I can only give a very small part o( this information 
"e ; but I propose (I) to mention two reasons for which the question of the Offertory 
I specially important one in the present day ; (2) I will mention the result of my 
[uiries, with some special instances of its success; (3) I will give the special 
mnds on which I would venture to urge the general adoption of the Offertory. 
1 . My first reason for which the question of the Offertory at the present time is 
portant is a disagreeable one. It is the probable loss of a regular income enjoyed 
the Church of England for many hundred years. For, although I will not believe 

I see it, that a great party in the State will consent to what I must call so gross 
act of national injustice as the unconditional abolition of church-rates, yet it is 
tainly probable that this source of revenue will be at least in great measure cur- 
led. The second reason is an entirely pleasant and satisfactory one, viz. the great 
urease of Church work of all sorts, which happily in these days has taken place in all 
ections. We have now-a-days not only to support the fabric and maintain the 
Tices of the Church, but also there are a multitude of works for the benefit of the 
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Foiilit and bodies of the inhabiUnts of this country, and of the colonies, and of tk 
hca'licu committed to our care, which tax to the atmost all the resources iriUiin ou 
reach. 

2. With regard to the rcauU of my inqairies, I may say that there is slmortt 
unanintous opinion of the success of the Uffertory system. A great authority on tk 
pubjoct, a rigiit rev. prelate sitting behind me (I mean the Bishop of Boche6ter),¥li» 
ouglii to l>c speaking in my place, lajs great stress upon thi»— that the paiishioBm 
should unaniuiourtly (or as nearly so as possible) agree to make a trial of the vpim 
tit a year. Another point coD0idered of great importance by many of my coTreipoa> 
denti is-- the use of bags. I myself have no particular love for bags ; I have aa dd- 
fsshionod preference for what the quaint language of the rubric calte a " decent bim'*^ 
— but thifl at any rate 1 would say, ^ Do not force bags on an unwilling oongregitiv." 
A very impurtaut point is, that regular accounts should be kept ; distinct notlM 
should be given of the purposes to which the Offertory is to be devotod, and statementi 
should l>e made (the oftener the better) of the amounts collected. I will now give i 
few instances of the success of the Offertory system. I take first the well-fum 
church of SL Andrew, Wells Street, which may be called the ** Madeleine ** of Londoi^ 
and here the CXfcrtory last year seems to haye nearly reached the (comparatiTelT) 
cnornioiift sum of 4,000/. Next I take the parish of Smethwick, as being near m 
place where we are assembled ; and here 1 am told the offertory has been eompletdf 
satisfactory. Then comes Berwick-on-Tweed, which I am afraid I have nudnljaM- 
ciated with the special forms of prayer "appointed to be used in all churches in &K* 
land and Walc.^, and in the town of Berwick-upon-Tweed," but here not only U v» 
offertory quite successful in the parish church, but the good example has spread to tk. 
other churches in the town, where it also works sati^actorily. I will next xnenttaa 
Oclligiir, in Glamorganshire, in which parish I haye had accounts of a mining diBtzist 
in which there was no church a short time ago, but where one has recently been 
built, and where the Offertory succeeds very well. Then I haye a return from tk 
well-known watering-place and seaport of Folkestone, Kent, whei-e, after considenfak 
anxiety, the incumbent reports its great success. Kidderminster deserves espeeiil 
notice, and J hope we shall hear about it from the Bishop of Rochester : there is tliii 
curiuus fact, that the amount collected there has been almost entirely stationaiy, 
whilst nearly everywhere else I am told of a constant increase in the oSenaf^ 
Lastly, I will notice a place, the account of which has touched me very much, namw 
Wigginton, near York. The incumbent thus describes it — *' It is probably thcM 
and the poorest parish in which the Offertory has yet been revived : the population i» 
only 350, and wc have not even a wealthy tenant farmer. And ftrom the fact of then 
being sixty -throe owners of about 1,700 acres of land, you may at once form some 
notion of the class of people we have to deal with." Here the largest coin collected 
was a crown-piece, and the yearly amount was HI. I have selected for notice placet 
as widely asunder and as different in character as I could, but all the returns are at 
the service of any lady or gentleman who desires further information. 

3. As to my own ideas upon the subject, J would venture, with all respect to the 
right rev. bench, to suggest that if they would recommend the adoption of the offer- 
tory to their clergy, the good effect would be great. The next thing I would say i^- 
lot. nothing be done against the wish of the congregation — let the offertory be the 
unanimous (or nearly unanimous) result of a congregational feeling of devotion. I 
wuuld my^clf prefer confining the Offertory to the morning sen'ice. This I knowi* 
not the popular opinion here j but there are these reasons for it. One suggested by 
my very . rev. friend the Dean of Chichester, that there is a fear of too constant 
begging, and especially from the evening congregations, which are not usually com- 
posed of the most devout part of our church-goers or church members. Another, that 
the offertory, strictly speaking, belongs to the Communion Service. But I wonld 
Bupi^lement the weekly Offertory by monthly or quarterly evening collections. 

I think I have now exhausted all I intended to lay before the Congress, except tlis 
two chief grounds on which I urge the adoption of the Offertory on all those parishes 
which have not yet tried it. The first is, that in this way only do we really get the 
offerings of the poor, which are specially valuable in the eyes of II im to whom all 
our offerings should be made ; and one of the great sources of the past weakness of 
the Church of England has been that she has neglected to obtain and consecrate to 
God the offvivings of the poor. I will venture to hope that in future the offertory may 
be one of the sources of rising and ever-increasing strength to the Church of £nglana» 
as in this and other ways she becomes more and more — not the Church of the 
rich, of the middle clasa, or of the poor — but of all the people. A nd the last and 
greatest ground I would urge for the collection of our alms in this way is, tha^ 
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b enables all, whether of their riches, of their mediocrity, or of their poverty, to 
»ring their offerings directly to Almighty God Himself. In the first, the greatest, 
knd the best Sermon ever preached — that on the Mount — our blessed Lord Himself 
ipoke of bringing our gifts to the altar ; and I cannot help thinking that we best 
iarry out His intention, and best devote our substance to His service, when in the 
lutnner which He suggested and recommended, if not enjoined, we bring our 
}ffering8 duly and regularly to be presented in the sight of God at His altar. 

£aBL NxLsoH said —On considering the subject of the Weekly Offertory, the first thing 
Ibat strikes us — and in a way to humble us very much— is the undoubted fact that 
the rich laity of the Church of England give far less liberally than the rich laity of 
my other religious body in proportion. Some may say, as an excuse for not giving, 
that they have tithes to pay. But you must consider tliat the tithes are not given by 
OS; but by our ancestors; and I ask, where is the tenth part you ought to set apart on 
the tx9i day of the week, according as God has blessed you 1 It is very true that 
many Church people give to religious aocietie^i, or to relieve any hard case brought 
ibder their notice through the post, and no doubt a great deal of indiscriminate 
diarity is given in that way. That is one way of giving, but the Offertory of the 
(Siorch is another thing altogether. (Cheers.) As far as societies are concerned, I 
iHll not say I shall decline to advocate the claims of those societies for which I have 
icted until the system of the weekly offertory be generally adopted ; but I am 
[>erfectly convinced of this one thing, that the duty of almsgiving will never be fully 
inderstood until the offertory is universally established. (Cheers.) I have only to 
H^ one word as to my own experience as a churchwarden. The Offertory can be much 
nore easily established than is generally supposed, and would be thoroughly welcomed 
ly the poor, even in such poor placea as my own county of Wiltshire. In my own 
>arish, during the Lancashire cotton famine, we establi.'^hed the Weekly Offertoiy for 
»ne year, and on calculating the proceeds, and taking avray the largest coins con- 
riboted during the year, we found that the contributions from poor people began at 
i2*. a week and finished at 19«. As far as they were concerned, they were very 
Tilling that it should have been continued, but owing to my fellow churchwarden 
laving serious objections, I did not think it right to press it until I had won him 
^▼er. (Cheers.) This shows the immense importance of the offertory as a means by 
rhich the work of the CUurch may be assisted, and an opportunity given to the poor 
»f contributing. (Cheers.) 

The Bishop of Rochester, who was received with loud and long-continued cheer- 
ng, said : — On every subject hitherto brought before the Congress this President's 
able has been covered with the cards of persons anxious to express their feelings or 
tentiments upon the questions under discussion ; but at the present moment not a 
lingle card is there. That being so, and so strong an appeal bein^ made to me to say 
i few words, I address you on a matter in which I have for some years taken great 
interest; and 1 shall confine my remarks to **the Offertory." It originated in 
Kidderminster in this way. That large town was all one parish with several churches 
ia it, each having its own services, its own schools, and its own expenses. For these 
itud other purposes there was a great number of lists of subscriptions in the town. 
Several persons were charged with the collection of these subscriptions, and it became 
lothem a tiresome thing, and the duty was handed to one and another. At length 
^he churchwardens came to me and said it would be a good thing if we had a collcc- 
^on in the churches every Sunday instead of these outdoor collections. After some 
consideration I said, ** Well, hold a meeting in every vestry, and if you all agree to 
't I will carry it out." They held their meetings, and after some differences of 
i>piiiion and discussion it was agreed that it should be tried in every church for one 
fear. (Cheers.) It was so tried, and although there had been a great deal of talk at 
first about the thin edge of the wedge which was to do nobody knew what, yet at the 
^Qdof the year not a single person had any kind of objection to carrying it on. It 
•^as found to be the true method of collecting the alms, although in some of the 
ihnrches they used the system of bag!4 and in the others of plates. For myself I 
^ink on the whole the secret method will be found the best in the end, and all things 
'^11 be proved and tried by the end. The other plan may produce larger sums; but 
^^r offerings in secret will be dealt with according to that we have, and not according 
■o that we have not. (Cheers.) The chief benefit of this manner of collection is 
tat every child can bring to church its little offering, and so a habit will grow up 
■mongst not only the poorer but the other classes of giving. (Cheers.) Thus it will 
^come habitual, and a principle, to lay aside as each can afrord for the service of 
Umighty God. It is true that at Kidderminster, from the first establishment of the 
Offertory ten years ago, the sum is almost the same every year, whether the times are 
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iruod or bail. We have never got beyond the amount with which we began, leuw^ 
vxiu-tly account for tbig, uulcu it be that the pariabioners think thii tbe som nm 
i^ suriioicnt to supply all the needi» they arc called upon to meet; but I liope tbtn 
a new gene rat ion grown up there will be a change for the better. I cannot sagpfc 
any oihor reason. I really do not know wby it should I e so. I am eonvinced tbit 
tuVolicvc a hardly preascd community, and to supply those things which it becomes i 
YAv\M\ to carrj- on, no other mode of raising money is nearly so good. (Che®) 
Si line observations have been made upon the Bishops not having given their HmetiiA 
to thirt mode of collection ; and certainly when I was a parish priest 1 wished t))^ 
our Birihop »-ould give the authority of his sanction to this excellent B}item,v)ua 
might then be likely to extend to other parishes. I conceive, however, tlut tl« 
Bishop had this diiTiculty about the matter. Although the Offertory is best, and ii 
!»u'cessful in townn, it may not be so well received in country parishes. In piaej 
where the principal parli'hioners are, like Lord Nelson, in ftivour of a good Cnws 
>yKteni, it mighi l>e eaMy ; but in many parishes the churchwardens are lukewaiBt 
seeing the principal persons do not like to give in that way. The Bishops, Idonbtno^ 
Would be glad to sanetion the 'Jffertory in towns, although they might not see thtii 
way clear to itn iutroduction into the country. There has been a kind of prejodici 
asrainot it, a^ a novelty, but that is dying away, and in time it will, I believe, lie 
*■ horuughly established throughout the country. (Cheers.) We nfust not forget tkit 
' ho givers are comparatively few out of the numbers who attend our churches. Soae 
\cxvti agu a gentleman who was curious in such inquiries collated the lists of saV 
- -ribcrrt to the tiifTerent charities of LiverpDol, and found that a few persons gsveto 
everything — missioiiH, schools, infirmaries^ church extension, &c. — whilst the miBJ 
;i:ave nothing at all. If we could search out the givers, even when it is done secreQji 
wo should find the same result. Any system devised which should act so as to spiels 
I be duty of giving over the whole body, the poor as well as the rich, would be con- 
incndalile and must sucxseed. The Offertory contemplates this, and I wish it snecaB 
with all my heart (Cheers ) I shall be glad to see it carried out in country as well 
a."* town, and we shall then have ample support for many good works which we are not 
unable to carry on. (Cheers.) 

The Bisuup OF Alabama, who was received with cheers, said, I feel a great disposir 
t ion to 8iiy a few wordd on the matter now before the Congress, because it is oM 
which iIlvolve^4 extremely momentous consequences to the welfare of the Church at 
large. It h<i8 been remarkcil by one of the speakers that a great impetus would be 
<^iven to the adoption of the Offeitory if the Bishops would publicly recommend it to 
t he clergy of their dioceses. Now, I not only do that myself, but I never hold a 
vi>itation in any parish without taking the offerings of the congregation, and 1 doit 
nn this ground. I think it is the duty of a Bishop to see that the people enjoy all the 
means of grace ; and I believe the offering of that which they love most, strive for 
iiiost, and part from with the most reluctance, is that which is most acceptable tfl 
Almighty (>od. I consider the Offertory then as a high means of grace in connexioo 
with God's Holy Communion. (Cheers.) There is, however, one point to menlioi 
which was the object of my rising to address you. I believe that if the act of offering 
were always connected with some higher solemnity of worship it would increase ver; 
mucii the appreciation of the Offertory as a means of grace. I lately visited a plae 
where I saw a beautiful church with the home of a sisterhood, schools, and othe 
institutions growing up around it, and all were the proceeds of the Offertory. Mor 
than that, the three cler^rymen who officiated there were supported by the Offertorj 
and they also carried on a training school, under the rector of the Church, for gettin 
and preparing young disciples for new fields of labour. (Cheers. ) I want to see don 
everywhere what is done here, — namely, the offerings of the people brought to God' 
altar and presented before Ilim reverently, and with the solemnity of the highest ac 
of Christian worship — (Cheers) — honouring God with our substance and with the fin 
fruits of all our increase. (Renewed cheers.) 

Aroudeaoon Emebt. Although I have been accused of making many specchc 
on this subject, I shall not take up much of your time; but as it is one o 
which 1 am not only a theoretical but a practical person, I must make a fe 
observations. I cannot speak as the incumbent of a parish, but 1 have preached i 
a large number of parish churches, and have had opportunities of seeing the workin 
of almost all systems — both of free and not free churches, both of ordinary co 
lections and of the Offertory. The two subjects of Free. Churches and the Offertoi 
are so connected that I expected they would have been taken together, and I fin 
it difficult to divide them. I cannot say that I am convinced by the arguments < 
those who have spoken against free and unappropriated churches. It seems to n 



Arcfideacon Emery ; Earl of Harrowhy. 233 

^^ J^obody has touched either the law of the land or the law of Scripture. It seems, 
«hirroK ^ all would like freer churches, and if we get that we shall soon have our 
Dwsft ^* tmappropriated also. No locks, no doors, no selling of seats, no lines of 
g|^Y* to push hy to get a seat— all these, are conceded. One thing only appears to 
»^«eeu missed in the speeches of previous speakers — the working man. We have 
jj^'^. * good deal of the poor and the rich, but the working man has been scarcely 
1^. ^^^^^ed at alU It is, I believe, from the working men that we must look in the 
yffg^-l^ ^^^ the support of our Church institutions. I am always anxious to induce 
Hav^^^^ men to give aCthe Offertory; and now I come to that part of the subject. 
j^^^^S no parochial duties, it has been my privilege to plead the cause of charity 
i?^ ^any pulpits, or to preach sermons, after which collections have been made 
«f tK ^ expenses. I have almost always observed great uneasiness on the part 
tfk «p clergyman and churchwardens touching a variety of circumstances supposed 
•J TOact the amount of the collection. Sometimes it would be the weather which 
Jf^ keep away those who always gave a sovereign ; sometimes it would be the visit 
? * popular preacher to another church in the neighbourhood, and the people would 
-^ drained away to listen to him ; and it generally happens that from one cause or 
*Jother a large sum is lost by the absence of those who ought to have been present to 
**^^ I have always taken the opportunity to introduce the subject of the Offertory, 
^^ have asked " Why do you not have a collection after every servicer* Some- 
^^es the clergyman would answer that he would only be too glad ; in which case 1 
^▼e asked permission to mention it to the congregation. By this simple process I am 
*^Uikful to say that I have been the means of introducing the Offertory into several 
Quiches in different parts of the country : churches with pews, churches with free seats, 
^propriated and unappropriated, and in all of them the Offertory ha^4 answered well. 
\Cheer8.) The question has recently been discussed at a diocesan conference at Ely, and 
«ur Bishop will sanction its introduction provided the clergyman has appealed to the 
P^le and gained their consent to the plan. (Cheers.) I believe that if the clergyman 
puts it quietly before the people, and makes them understand the advantages of a col- 
lection every service, instead of the usual monthly or quarterly one, the people will 
^nsent to its adoption cheerfully and willingly. (Cheers.) One way to begin it is 
^ collect the Offertory from the whole congregation when the Lord's Supper is 
administered ; and indeed the present system seems almost like an insult to all those 
' ^bo are deprived of the opportunity of making their offerings to God for the relief 
■: «f his poor, and the support of his ministers. There is abundant evidence of the 
adyantage of this plan ; and 1 heard of a recent instance in which the alms rose 
■: ftom about 12«. to 21, The statistics collected by Mr. Herford show many examples 
of this kind. At one place, where the alms used to be 71. they reach to 201. now 
Ikitthe Weekly Communion is established. At another place (in Buckinghamshire, 
I believe,) where there is a small and poor' population, the Offertory so taken has 
^•' nuaed the amount of alms at the Communion in the year from 7/. to 19^. (Cheers.) 
": There is one particular case in these statistics which struck me very much, in which 
a large sum has been given, and which has not been like that of the Bishop of 
Rochester's old parish, but has shown a progressive increase. If I am asked how we 
*w to get it so increased, T reply that our people do not now give as much as they 
would if they were provided with an unit of giving. The clergy, the churchwardens, 
^^ the sidesmen (and I would have plenty of sidesmen,) should form a sort of financial 
^d consultative committee to consider what the clergyman ought to have as well as 
what the poor ought to have, and then, when they state to the parish that a certain 
» sum is required, the parish will be seen to meet it. Give the people an unit of this 
^d, publish week by week what they give and how it is expended, and then com- 
P*>^ at the end of the quarter what you have received with the amount of the previous 
3^ter, and depend upon it you will get what you require. (Cheers, and a voice, 
.* ou are right ! ") I am quite sure I am right ; and if you adopt this practice you 
^^U greatly benefit the people by teaching them how much more blessed it is to give 
"*Xi to receive. I have not spoken of the religious aspect of the question, but the 
People ought to feel that it is their bounden duty to set aside a portion of the wealth 
fi^^ lias given them for His service, and to offer it week by week at His altar. 
^^Heers.) It would teach them better to appreciate that higher and nobler self- 
^^rifice which brought down our Blessed Lord from heaven to earth. (Cheers.) 

^he Earl of Harrowbv. — The movement in favour of the Offertory has, no doubt, 

T^^ much originated with a party— and that the High Church party ; and you all 

p^ow that, whatever I am, 1 am certainly not a High Churchman, and I am there- 

"^^e anxious to be allowed to throw in my word in its favour. Most movements 

'^^Iginate in some party, but that alone is no reason for condemning them ; and if 



laity, with the growing wealth which accumpaniea thai growing populatioi 
the services of a curate are called for, ought to do what the Nonconformi 
proTide the additional service themselves. The incumbent may feel a 
pleading for himself, or making himself dependent on his congr^ation; b 
10 feel no delicacy in pleading for the assistance of a curate. (Cheers.) 
The benediction from the Pr:sident then terminated the meeting. 



THURSDAY NIGHT. 
WORKING MEN'S MEETING. 

On Thursday evening a large meeting of working men w 
the Agricultural Hall, which was crammed by an enthusiastic 
composed of the class for whom the meeting was arranged. T 
prelates were heartily welcomed as they ascended the platf 
Right Rev. President, as nsual^ was in the chair. Upon th( 
were a large number of Bishops, noblemen, and gentlemen, 
ing opened with prayer, in which the working men devoutly j< 

The Prbsident, in opening the proceedings, said — I kno^ 
who are about to address you to take up your time with an; 
mine, but as the President of the meeting, and as Bishop of t: 
I am unwilling not to say a few words to you. It has bee 
satisfaction to me, and a great cause of thankfulness to the G 
Good, to be present at the meetings which have been held in 
with this Congress. But I can truly say that at none of those 
have I experienced the pleasure which I have in being permi 
present here this evening. The Church has a mission to all 
the people among us ; to none a more important one than to 
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*®y^erally upon us, but still it is work. There is. working by the head, as 
Jjoll as by the hand, and I am bold enough to say that this work is some- 
^tties as heavy and as trying as wliat is commonly called work. We 
»iiow, however, very well what the trials and difficulties of the working 
'*^®*^> as they are called, are, and we earnestly desire to mitigate them as 
"^^Uch as we can, in the true spirit of brotherly love. Tliere will be 
"^^^^y to address you this evening with more power than I can, but they 
'^jU Hot address you with more good- will. (Cheers.) They will not 
*^****^^s the meeting with a more earnest desire to promote your religious 
^a moral and spiritual and, therefore, your physical and your temporal 
^Werests, because these two interests are inseparably connected together. 
L^heera). I have said that we are all in work : but there is this one 
^^BBoii which I hope this great Congress will impress upon U3 effectively 
"Namely, that we must not only work, but work together, in the several 
**tations in which God has placed us — work for our mutual good, both 
^^BQporal and eternal. May Almighty God bless the Congress, aud 
specially this night, for our good — for our peace here and happiness 
*>ereafter. (Cheers). I have a con6dent hope that God will so bless us. 
•S'rom what I have heard and seen since I attended the Congress, I 
relieve it to be a meeting for which, as long as it shall please God to 
prolong my life, I shall have cause to be truly thankful. (Loud cheers.) 
The Eight Hon. Sir J. Napier said, when he was asked to address 
them to night, he put the question on what topic the Committee wished 
him to speak, and they told him that they left him perfectly free. It 
reminded him of the first brief he ever held when a working man at the 
har — it was very fair outside, but on opening it he found not a word. He 
asked the attorney about it, who said, '* Oh, sir, don't think that we 
would put any restriction on the talents of counsel.'* (Laughter.) There 
was no restriction put upon it now, and if he could only heartily and 
humbly follow out the plan of their venerated and beloved Bishop, he 
could not be far wrong, although it would only be in a few wholesome 
words. (Cheers.) He had told them that he was a working man ; he 
_ had been so all his life, and now he was too old to change the habit. 
All he had, he had obtained by hard work, and he hoped he had, at 
least, honourably won it. They would naturally ask him, as the first 
speaker, what had brought them to this Congress 1 It was because their 
conaciences called upon them to give greater efficiency to the National 
^upch, to throw more light upon the questions which she had so much 
*t heart, and to bring together the various members and classes of the 
^urch. The clergy were a very important part of the Church, but 
*hey were not the Church, for after all the Church rested on the broad 
^is of the people's hearts and sympathies. It was a National Church, 
^^ a Church for the people. (Cheers.) It was to her advantage that 
the -Working classes should meet and exchange thoughts, aud therefore 
*® Rejoiced to see their honest faces — 

" Labour's strong and merry children, 
Comrades of the rising sun,"* 

P^^Sent here to-night, so that they might be enabled to give each other 
*^^o of those thoughts which had been passing in their minds with 
^*®8ard to the duties of the National Church. Nor should they fail to 
^^^ember that at this time the working classes had been elevated in the 
l^^Utical acale, so that every head of a household must now be considered 
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\K^ :i ])o1itical unit, aud the head of it ought to be a raan fit to take a 
|iositi()ii as a citizen of this free country. (Cheers.) He ought to be a 
uv.xn to take his position as a member of the Church in this free State, 
:ind ho did not rise to the full measure of his privileges if he merely 
lonkctl Xo his political elevation and neglected his religious citizenship— 
which iiiu>t 1)0 the highest comprehension of the privileges which had 
lucii allonlcd liim. There were three joint agents in society — the Home, 
the Sclmo], and the Church ; and it was only in a Christian home that 
thoy cn'ild enjoy its most sanctifying influences. They had had the 
0|»|K)rtunity «ind advantages of the school to enable their children to take 
thoir part in the great and ])rogressive movement of society, and they 
ninst have a Cliurch to complete the whole, for where would be the 
alvantai^o ( f temporal elevation if they neglected the eternal, and unless 
they were jnepared for the bright and better land, and to rest after their 
lab .uis. if th(^y neglected thoir spiritual elevation they dropt down in 
the ^cale of social being. If that were the case, the Home, the School, 
and the Chnreh were the noblest boons that could be given to the work- 
in;^ man in a civilized community. Predictions had been made that the 
recent changes would ruin aud confuse everything. He did not believe 
it. (('h«'ers.) He had had the privilege of meeting that venerable 
friend of the working man. Lord Brougham, on a platform before work- 
in;^ men — (cheei-s) — and he knew the confidence he had in their good_ 
sense and moderation. They would now have intrusted to their charge 
the free Constitution of this great and ancient land, which had been th^ 
gu.nvlian of truth and the impregnable fortress of liberty, and it wonldK- 
he f..r them who guarded those privileges and powers to say whetheir" 
th y wouhl help to enlarge the privileges of the Church. The Churcbm- 
was once said to be symbolised by Christ's seamless garment ; there wer^^ 
sonic who would rend it, aud others who would cast lots for it. H^^ 
wished the working classes to join in improving the Church to a state (^^ 
living unity— a unity not of hollow or formal confession or servile sul^ — 
mi ision — but a unity of spirit in the bonds of peace. (Cheers.) 

The Rev. Dr. Baruy, Principal of Cheltenham College. — Fellow-work^ — 
iug men ! 1 address you in these terms because they indicate the onl^^ 
chiini I have to be heard here to-night, and they imply also the tone c^^ 
those few remarks for which I shall claim a hearing. I cannot appea:^^ 
before you, as many will do to-night, with the recommendation of higfe^^ 
dignity or of well-tried reputation. I can speak to you only as one whc^J 
most emphatically aud most conscientiously claims for himself the title o ^^ 
a working man. Long ago, in Leeds, I had the pleasure of being con - 
nected with many institutions belonging mainly to your class. In mj 
own town now I have but lately ceased to be president of a workin 
men's institute, and I feel I have a right to the title, for few men work 
Iiarder on the whole with their head, although perhaps they do with their^^r 
hands ; and I am certain there is no one who more values the privilege o^^^^ 
hard work ; and I own I do feel jealous of the possession of that noble ^^ 
title of working man. But I think, as our venerable President has said -^^ 
to-night, it is not right that that title should be monopolized by any 
single class. It is not right to put aside the learned professions, embrac- ^ 

ing doctors and lawyers aud clergymen, or to put aside those scientific 
men whose names reflect honour upon our country throughout Europe, 
or to put aside all those employers of labour without whose capital and 
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machinery all your labour would be worthless, or to put aside again that 
tradesman class on whom we depend for the material comfort of civiliza- 
tion. To put all these aside and then call the class that remains the 
class of working men would not do. You will say it is conventionally 
understood what is meant, but I say there never was an error in name 
which did not produce more or less an error in reality. It is as a work- 
ing institution I would ask to set before you the Church of England to- 
night. At the present time there is some peculiar interest in this subject^ 
for this is the first Congress which has met the working class since the 
passing of that measure which has put into their hands so much politi- 
cal power. I have been told that the extension of the suffrage will 
endanger the position of the Church of England. I do not for one instant 
believe it, because it is a working institution, working as no other insti- 
tution does or can work for the benefit of the land and for the glory of 
God. (Cheers.) Moreover, I believe its work has peculiar yalue at the 
present moment, because it tends to meet that which is really and truly 
the greatest danger of our time. We are often told that the Church is a 
non-political institution, and the clergy are occasionally taunted because 
they will not enter the political arena. In one sense I trust it never will 
be a political institution. No Englishman who deserves the name can 
&il to feel an absorbing pleasure in politics, but you know there are 
regions where you would not wish that political struggles should exist. 
Which of you would have your homes divided, your firesides desolated, 
by political division ? Which of you would allow political division to 
interfere with any great work of charity 1 And so the Church, if she is 
true to her mission, has to declso'e truths which are far higher than any 
political realities. She has, and ought to breathe, a spirit which is far 
superior to that which rages in the political arena. The well-being of 
the Church tends to the good of the community by meeting that danger 
to which I have already alluded, and that is not the separation of political 
parties, not the worse separation of religious parties, but it is the isolation 
of class as against class, and a temptation to set the interest of one class 
against the other, and so, in a vain attempt to consult the welfare of a 
part, to run the risk of endangering the prosperity of the whole. No one 
who looks abroad, who sees on the one hand the ever-increasing power 
of wealth, who sees on the other hand, as has been recently seen, what a 
danger there is of a deadly hostility between labour and capital — no one 
who observes these things can fail to see that the danger which threatens 
Us is that of class division. (Cheers.) Now I maintain that religion, if 
it be true to itself, must bear witness against this, for Christianity means 
simply to declare that we are all brethren, as children of one Father, who 
'Willeth that all work together — who willeth that not one of them shall 
perish, and before whom there is neither Barbarian, or Scythian, bond or 
free — all are one in Christ Jesus ; and to declare that on the spirits of 
all, wise and unwise, learned and unlearned, rich or poor, there is one 
I)ivine influence working to bring forth those things that He wiDs. If 
Christianity be at all true to its mission, just as it destroyed serfdom in 
Europe and slavery in America, so here in this our land it will mediate 
\ntb authority in that great strife between class and class, which is the 
only danger that now threatens our national prosperity. (Cheers.) But 
perhaps you will say. Can the Church of England do this ] Has she a 
idght to stand forth as the representative of religion 1 Is she true to the 
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noblo mission which the word religion implies ? I say most emphatically, 
look at her priuciples and judge for yourselves. Remember that her 
principle is to treat all baptized men as being really and truly membon 
of the Church, entitled to take part in her prayers and praises, entitled 
to the ministrations of her clergymen, having a right to communion with, 
her through life, and entitled to the solemn words of the solemn Burial 
Service when the hour of our death has come. Moreover, it is her prin- 
ciple most emphatically to recognise at all times the position and duty of 
the laity, and she has carried, perhaps sometimes almost to extreme, that 
noble principle of English law that says, that until a man has been pro- 
nounced guilty he shall be esteemed innocent, and until by judicial sen- 
tence he has lost his position, of that position he shall have every single 
privilege. Moreover, look again at the freedom of the terms upon which 
she draws men into her communion. What requires she for Baptism, or 
when she is preparing her members for a better world 1 Simply thafc 
Apostles' Creed, which is as old as Christianity itself, which is the 
enunciation of those great facts without which Christianity is nothing. 
What does she next ? She imposes that Creed, not by mere authoritj, 
but she puts into your hands an open Bible, and entreats and exhorts 
and commands you to use it. She provides to you in the services of the 
Prayer-book a security of worship, and takes care it shall be a worship 
which they know and can intelligently follow, not that which shall be 
imposed upon them from time to time by the minister who stands up to 
speak in God's name. Once more, she is able to open her churches to 
every class, for in some way or other, I know not what, I firmly believe 
the day of pews and pew-rents is rapidly approaching a close. (Load 
cheers. ) The Church, I bee, is throwing herself upon the support of the 
Offertory for the sustenance of her ministry and the maintenance of the 
worship of the sanctuary, and I know one church in Yorkshire where ia 
the course of one year there were 25,000 pence contributed, coppeni^ 
representing the offerings of those who were the very poorest of the com- 
munity. (Cheers.) Which of these principles would you have altered! 
I know there is a certain cumbrousness and want of elasticity in the 
working of the Church, and I know not how it will be removed, until it 
has granted to her what is denied to no other religious assembly, the 
power to meet and legislate for ourselves in free assembly, where the 
delegates of the clergy and representatives of the laity shall work side bf 
side. (Cheers.) So much, then, of the principles, — what of the workt 
You will say, perhaps, that the Church of England has a reputation of 
being too aristocratic j of being too subservient to the powers that be- 
I know it is not revolutionary in spirit, for it recognie^ authority »B 
sacred, from the fatherly authority which God has sanctified to eyfliy 
other authority of which that is the type. It recognises orddrS and- 
degrees under God's providence, for it knows that all men are not equal y 
and that were they artificially equalised to-day, inequalities would, r©^ 
appear to-morrow. It knows also that order is essential to the proteo^^ 
tion of spiritual life, and in all these things it is not revolutionary, ^ 
would appeal to your own knowledge and experience whether, in spiWO^ 
all shortcomings, the clergy of the Church of England are not reallX^ 
working clergy ? I have heard other charges brought against them,.bii* 
their enemies must witness that a working clergy they assuredly ar^; — 
{cheers) — and remember also that they work not for very high wages i^ 
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this life. If you were to take the whole revenues of the Church and 
divide them equally amongst the whole clergy, the result would hardly 
double the income which any skilled workman in one of your ironworks 
may gain ; and there are many curates labouring amongst you, with all 
the obligations of their position, whose salary is less than would be given 
to one of your own puddlers. I have seen country places where the 
clergyman has been almost the only civilizing influence, because almost 
the only means of union between the rich and poor, almost the only 
security for the work of education, and for any systematic charity. And 
I have seen in great towns the influence of the clergy foremost iu every- 
thing that promotes the spread of literature and science, and operating 
upon all movements, social, benevolent, and religious, that will conduce 
to the welfare of the people or progress of the town. I was six years 
«go in Leeds under the guidance of one whose name was revered there as 
the best friend of the working man ; and what went on in Leeds under 
the auspices of Dr. Hook — (cheers) — I doubt not goes on among you 
here. 1 went into your noble church to-day, and I could not but think, 
as I looked there upon the mingling of old and new, the new restoring 
4ind beautifying the old, the mixture of massiveness and richness, the 
beauty of art with the higher beauty of spiritual usefulness, that the 
building was the type of the Church herself and the work she was doing 
amongst the masses of our people. And if it be doing this work it will 
go on, strong in the support and love of man, but stronger far iu the 
support and blessing of God. (Cheers.) 

The Bishop of Alabama. — The question has been often asked, for what 
purpose we are assembled here to night ? and I can say for myself, what 
I believe will be true of all this audience, that we came here to hear the 
Bishop of Oxford. (Cheers.) I assure you, it is not upon my own 
Tnotiou I stand between this audience and the Bishop of Oxford. There- 
fore, without attempting to make a speech, I will do what I have often 
found is more effective than all argument and reasoning ; I will tell you 
a story. Some years ago, in the daughter state of the old dominion — 
Virginia — I was travelling ; and sojourning in a certain locality, J was 
brought into contact with a coloured working man. I say, a coloured 
working man ; he was nothing but a cobbler ; he said himself that he 
^as not a decent shoemaker ; and I can testify from some experience of 
his work, that he was not far wrong. (Laughter.) But T can also testify, 
that if his work was not elegant, it was thoroughly done. And that is 
the point. If not elegantly done, it was well done. I was very. much 
struck with his manners, with his appearance, and with that peculiar 
^vereutialness which characterizes the last remnants of that race now 
Passing away — the old black Virginia gentleman. If you had been 
P^'ivileged to know them as I have, you would underetand me when I 
®*y» I never meet a representative of that race without making my 
'Obeisance. I was so much struck with this man's manner and appear- 
**^ce, that I was induced to ask him what his training had been. He 
^id, « Master, I was brought up at the feet of a white gentleman, where 
^'^^ry black man learns his manners, and gets his character. He died, 
^^d pansed uway, and I am crippled and old, and cannot work in the 
f^^ld. But I can work in the house, and so I have taken to cobbling." 
^ell," said I, *' after your cobbling is done on this earth, what of that 
^ther world ? Have you no hope for that 1 " I often think of his reply 
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when I Bee men toiling and fretting in this state. "Why," aid 
he, *' master, as I told you, I am nothing but a poor cobbler ; bat I 
feel when I sit here on my stool, and work day by day, that the Good 
Master is looking at my work ; and when I take a stitch, master, it is a 
stitch ; and when I put on a heeltap, it ain't paper. (Laughter.) I boT 
the Master is looking upon my work, and I put leather — good leatlier 
there. When I drive a nail, I drive it ; and when I take a tie, I tie it; 
and when the work is done, I do not ask too rajoh for it. The work 
may not be very prettily done, but it is well done, and my customen 
come back to me. And I sometimes think that when the poor black's 
work is done, and the Master calls me home, that He will say to me, 
* Well done, good and faithful servant : thou hast been faithful in that 
which is little ; be thou ruler over many things : enter thou into the joy 
of thy Lord.' That is my hope, master." (Cheers.) Shall I give you 
the moral of that tale 1 I can give it to you in one word. It is cot the 
work we do upon earth that makes the upshot of life ; it is the way m 
which we do that work ; it is the heart with which we do it : it is the 
faithfulness, and above all, it is the motive. "Thou God seest me." I 
tell you, beloved, that the man who is begrimed with his work, toil-woro, 
care-worn, and sometimes body-worn, but who does that work fidthfully 
as to God, though in the estimation of the world it may be the smaUeat 
and meanest of occupations, may stand higher in the estimation of God, 
and in the kingdom of iieaven itself, than the man of highest station and 
dignity, who works for low, mercenary, worldly purposea (Loud 
cheers.) 

The Bisnop of Eochester. — My dear friends and old neighbours, it 
does my heai-t good to see you here assembled to-night. It did my heart 
good to hear the way in which you received the kind, simple words of 
your own beloved Bishop, and I pray that God may give me grace to ay 
some few words to you to-night that may do you all good. For that Is 
the purpose of this great Congress now assembled here ; that is the 
question which has brought together so many of the Bishops, clergy, and 
laymen — many of importance and influence in the various places froo 
which they come. It is not to talk over Church affairs, and Chuni 
business, or to try merely to amplify the Church, but it is, with God's 
blessing, to do a real and lasting good to all ihe members of it And i 
them, who so important as yourselves ? for you are the most numeroos 
class in this country. But 1 speak not of numbers only but of influen» 
and position, and I repeat, who so important, as a class, as you whom ^ 
desire to address this night % ^ot that I am going to flatter you, fori 
love you too well to do that. No ; T would rather a great deal tell of 
your faults openly as a brother. I would rather do that for your soiih 
sake than catch a moment's applause by saying that which I noigbt 
think would merely please you. That has not been the tone of th» 
addresses you have heard to-night, and I will venture to say that it will 
not be the tone of any here around me. I am sure that the honest 
words of him you last listened to went to your hearts, and whereas ho 
came as a stranger amongst us, I am sure he feels in his heart, espeoiaD/ 
afcer the warm welcome with which you received him, that he is amongst 
old friends in this the old mother country. (Cheers.) You can scarodf 
conceive the good that has been done to our hearts in welcoming oof 
Episcopal brethren from across the Atlantic^ coming as they do OD & 
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lission of love, with the object of trying to do good here, and hoping, as I 
eard some of them remarking the other day, that when they got back 
ley might, by the blessing of God, be enabled to do still more good 
mongst their own beloved countrymen, from what they have seen and 
»med during their short stay here in England. (Cheers.) The first 
peaker who addressed you — a layman of great importance in Ireland, 
nd known also as a man of much ability here in England — told you 
hat he depended for your making a faithful use of the political privileges 
yhich will shortly be accorded to you, on three great influences — the 
nfluence of Home, the influence of the School, and the influence of the 
jhurch. Now, as I will proceed to show, all these three great influences 
ire very closely united together. I will begin with the first, and it is. 
My dear brethren, on what every one of you are at home, that the good 
influences of Home, and School, and Church depend. I have been, for a 
period of five-and-twenty years, up and down amongst the homes of the 
i^orking men. Perhaps there are some here, even in this great assemblage, 
» whose homes I have been ; if there are any such, I trust they will pay 
ittention to what I am about to say. Now, my brethren, home is a 
p^t trial to a working man. At home he is, as it were, an absolute 
mtocrat It is his own will and his own actions which decide the 
Jliaracter of the home in which he dwells. It is according as he lives 
hat he makes that home either a home of happiness to his children, his 
amily, and his neighbours, or the contrary. Remember, that to the 
hildreo all depends on the example which they see in the father. If the 
Uher is not what he ought to be, then with great difficulty, and draw- 
acks almost insuperable, and with great failures perhaps in the end, will 
tie child be taught its faith and duty at school. The child is taught by 
'hat it sees at home in its oWn father and mother, before it can be 
iught at school. And what if the teaching it receives at school is con- 
•adicted by the example which is set before it at home ? You cannot 
inceive the importance of a father's life as an example to his children. 
f you but knew aright the importance of it — for you all have hearts — 
am sure that the conduct of many would not be what it is. Conceive 
child taught high Christian duty at school, while it never even sees its 
wi Cither go to church. There are hundreds and thousands of such 
Jstances ; and conceive a child who is taught the duty of temperance 
Qd sobriety in its school-teaching, and behold its father come home from 
le public-house, and fi-om the ginshop — those terrible places which are 
mltiplying amongst us almost every month — in a state unfit to be seen 
f the child, at that time, perhaps, guileless and spotless. Think what 
ns must be, and then think that if at home you are not what you ought 
► be, how entirely must fede away and perish the whole power of those 
iree united influences, so strong, if rightly used — the Home, the School, 
id the Church — blessed influences, the whole three. (Cheers.) May 
ley be blessed to every one of you, and if they have not been so in your 
ist life, may they be so in the future. May you leave this great meet- 
g impressed with the words that have been and will be spoken to you 
-night, and with a full determination to lead henceforth an altered life 
these important respects, and thus set before the eyes of your children 
i example that you would wish them to follow. Now, with regard to 
e conduct of the father on the Lord's-day, and his never going to 
urch. You know there has been a Conference with working men held 
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lately, by well-inteuded persons desirous of finding out from the working \ 
men's own lips what the real causes were that led them to neglect the | 
public worship of God. Numbers of working men were examined on the : 
subject, and on being questioned, they gave several reasons. Some of 
them said that the Church had not enough variety in its preaching ; that 
in fact there was too much of the same thing over and over again, and 
that they would come to the church gladly if they could hear sometMng 
new — if the sermons were made more interesting, if they could \m 
something in the shape of lectures, in respect to matters relating to thij 
world, and so on. Others said that the reason they nevei* came to church 
was because they were not made welcome if they did ; that there was no 
place for them, and that in fact they were pi-actically shut out of the 
church. (Cheers.) Well, I admit, in some cases, there has been a reason 
for saying these things, but that grievaiice, as you have heard, is being 
removed every day, and by and by I do not doubt that in all these large 
towns it will be removed altogether. (Cheers.) Bit without dwelling 
further on this part of the question, I may say these are not the only reasons 
given for the absence of workmen. During my experience of five^oid- 
twenty years at Kiddei-minster, I had frequently to lament the absence 
of the working men from the services of the church. I tried to ascertaii 
the reasons for this absence, and what do you think those reasons were 
It was not that they were not welcome when they came to church. Tha 
certainly could not be said. No, there was another cause behind thai 
It was what we all know and deplore, the natural disinclination of th 
human heai-t to hear what it should have deeply impressed upon it fo 
the good of the soul ; that natural disinclination which has grown n 
gradually until it has become a habit, and when a bad habit is one 
formed, it holds us, as it were, in an iron grasp, and nothing but th 
Grace of God, alone working in the heart, can help us to break the hab 
of weeks, of mouths, and of years. If any man here is not an habitui 
worshipper, this is my prayer for him to-night : " God give him grac 
from this day to break off the evil habit, and walk for the remainder • 
his days in the way of life and peace. May God Almighty bless you as 
us who speak to you." (Loud cheers ) 

The Bishop op Sodor and Man (who, like the rest of the speakers, wi 
warmly cheered on being announced). — I don't know why you cheer m 
Do you know who I am, and what I am 1 I am an amphibious sort 
Bishop from a small island where it is said the inhabitants have thr 
legs, and the cats no tails. (Laughter.) Now, just remember, my ta 
must be as short as the cats'. (Laughter.) I have been invited, thai 
God, to attend this Congress at Wolverhampton, and never in my li 
did I feel my heart so full, or, with that heart so full, feel so great 
difficulty in expressing its feelings, as I do now. We have met as Churc 
men on this platform, — men of various ranks in the Church, above you- 
that is to say, above you in station as ministers of the Church of Chris 
differing it may be in certain things, essential and non-essential, b 
coming to one agreement amongst ourselves, that no differences shi 
disturb the harmony of our affections one towards another, that we a 
at liberty to speak on all subjects in which Christians feel an intere 
eveiy man to pour out his own sentiments without restraint, ai 
none to take offence at what a brother says, (Che3rs.) And one of o 
objects has been, by any efforts of speech that we can make in statii 
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our honest and heartfelt opinions, to do what men can be permitted to 
'do on earth to assist that blessed Redeemer who, parting from His 
iieavenly glory, and the society of saints and angels in His Father's 
tingdom, came here to live, Himself a working man — Himself in poverty 
and in distress — Himself suffering all that human nature could endure, 
4o set a pattern to human beings — Himself praying for us at last as he 
prayed for his disciples who followed him on earth : " Lord, make them 
one, as Thou and I are one." And we desire in the first instance to call 
those who partake of the blessings of our communion, and all others, to 
Join in one united effort, in one great revival, to create renewed affec- 
tion as well as renewed unity in that body which is the body of Christ ; 
if Scripture describes it rightly, namely, the Church of Christ. And this 
by no compromise of principle in ourselves, or asking others to compro- 
mise their principles ; but setting to work together to deal with each 
other as God in the evangelical prophet's language professes His willing, 
"neas to deal with us : " Come and let us reason together." And if a proof 
is wanting of the value of open and hearty enunciation of principles 
uttered from the heart without flinching or flattery, we have it in the 
record of the success of two great men who, without sacrificing one iota 
of principle, and enunciating Church principles amongst the working 
classes, amongst whom they loved to live : we have the examples of 
Br. Hook and Dr. Claughton just come from Kidderminster. (Cheers.) 
We speak to working men, and are content to do so, of our past deficiencies 
4US Churchmen. We are willing to regret mistakes made in past times ; 
"we are willing, for the sake of the present and future, to retrieve past 
orror, and if on any ground in days gone by we have rejected the zeal of 
those from whom we differed — John Wesley among them — (cheers) — we 
now would call those who profess to be the disciples of that honoured name 
*o take, with us, the Bible in one hand and John Wesley's published writings 
in the other, and then to reason together saying, " Come and let us see if 
the disciples of that man, and we as professing Churchmen, candot get 
over our difiBculties, and become again one united body." (Loud cheers.) 
difficulties have been alluded to, especially affecting the working classes, 
ui reference to our churches ; and glad was I to hear the response that 
'^as given to the remarks of a former speaker, that the working classes 
desire to regain the right which they have lost — the right of freedom to 
•^ter at all times, whenever they are disposed, their parish churches. 
^Oheers.) Difi&culties of various kinds have been alluded to on this platform 
*o-day ; but one which the humble individual who now seeks to address 
you has overcome was not alluded to, and I dp not know whether any of 
"■^y right rev. brethren will be disposed to practise what I have frequently 
done in order to overcome this difficulty. When there is not room in a 
<4nrch where prayers have been said, we may go into the open field and 
preach there. (Cheers.) Some may have felt the difficulty which I have 
felt^ and I assure you that in a land where high winds prevail, as they do 
^^ the Isle of Man, this is no easy matter. It may not be a very dignified 
proceeding to put on episcopal robes and preach to the people in a field ; 
^^t rather than see working men turn their backs upon their parish 
<)hurch, it is better &r to do that. Some allusion has been made to 
Mother subject, upon which, however, I must speak with caution. The 
Word "Offertory" has been uttered, and the allusion to it was well 
'oceived. I have spent twenty-five years in a manufacturing town 
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among the working classes, and have reaped the benefit there of te^ con- 
ferences with them on Church matters. Let me, like a previous speaker, 
tell you a story. It shall be about my own experience in reference to 
the Offertory. I was distressed at the inefficiency of preaching in the 
church on the subject of alms-giving. I spoke my sentiments freely and 
fully from the pulpit, but if one of my hearers differed with me, and 
said in the church, *' That is not true," he would be taken up for brawling. 
So I said to them all, *' If you will meet me once a year in my own parish 
school as fellow-labourers, and speak as strongly to me as I have been 
trying week after week to speak to you in church, I shall feel mjseif 
under a great obligation, for I shall thus learn more of your feelings than 
in any other way." (Cheers.) After consulting them about collections for 
charitable purposes, a working man once said to me at one of these 
meetings, " May I ask you a question 1 " " Twenty, if you like/' I 
answered. " Well," he said, " you are always telling us from the pulpit 
that collecting money by means of a bazaar or a ball for religious pur- 
poses was a fraudulent practice — (cheers) — but that you cannot get what 
you want until you adopt some such device to cajole men out of thdr 
money." And he added, " What is the use of those sentences in the 
Prayer-book 1 Why don't you use them ?" I said, ** I dare not. I shall 
be called by some ugly name if I do." He answered, " May we expiese 
our opinions upon this subject by holding up our" hands 1" " Yes," 1 ad4 
"dirty or clean let us look at them." (Laughter.) They then passed 
a resolution asking me to adopt the Offertory. We began a new practiop. 
and the Offertory provided me with three or four times as much mone^ 
as I could get before by the influence of charity sermons, &o, (Cheers.] 
Let me now touch upon higher subjects for one moment. It is all verj 
well to talk of our earnest desire for unity, and how we may odkcr 
money. These things may savour of policy or of merit. If at the bottoo 
there ,is not a desire to look beyond all human works to Him who ha; 
purchased us with His blood, and begs us to walk together with Him ii 
life, that we may reign with Him throughout eternity, what good purpo* 
will be answered ? Another story I will tell you which will best conve; 
to you the objects for which we should work together. I love workinj 
men, and I have known what it is to feel encouraged by a reciprocity c 
their affections. I remember now a working man who was one of tha 
class whom the Bishop of Eochester has so eloquently depicted, wh 
scarcely knew of the existence of a God. He was a godless parent, 
drunken citizen, and a scandal to society, but by God*s merciful grace 
through an illness he was led to think of higher things. He was brougb 
to his death-bed by a lingering illness, and when, standing by his sid^ 
heard the poor man utter the conclusions which he came to by the min.' 
strations of one who loved him, sinner as he had been, his last word 
spoken were these, and they would have done honour to the greatest fiUhc 
of our Church : " God's will be done ; but if I must die, may God in hi 
mercy make me what He would have me before He takes me." Hei 
was resignation. Here was the disclaiming of human merit, only askin 
of God in mercy to make the penitent sinner what He would have him i 
be. Here was the setting up of the highest standard — not of huml» 
opinion, or of manly judgment — but leaving all to Him who in mere 
had reclaimed him from a life of vice, and was transferring him from ei 
and misery, as he hoped, to a happy home of peace —he prayed that Qo^ 
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^ould make him as He would have him before He took him — here was 
Kjasting off all hope of doing work beyond the grave, knowing that neither 
^orks of merit, nor masses for the sake of securing pardons after death, 
<50uld be to him any ground of hope. (Cheers.) With these sentiments 
ive are content to work, to work as Churchmen, to work as Protestants. 
(Cheers.) And in thus inviting unity with you we neither ask the aid of 
monks or monkeys.^ (Loud laughter and cheers.) 

The Bishop of Louisiana. — It is not surprising I should be intimi- 
clated; fronting such an audience as this. I would fain shrink from the 
responsibility, not because I do not feel the interest which has been 
expressed by others, but because I can appreciate the anxiety which may 
possess the minds of many here to hear their own ministers, their own 
Bishops and representatives, address them on such an occasion. I am so 
rejoiced to see the working men of England duly and properly appre- 
ciated by the Church of England. The most joyous scene upon which 
my eye has rested since I have been in this great and glorious country, 
is to see so many of this noble class of men coming here to learn from 
the representatives and the dignitaries of the Church, and the gi-eat 
representatives of the cultivation and education and intellect of the 
land, lessons of wisdom and piety. It is Christianity that teaches us to 
value working men, and all other men in the world. I do not learn this 
from political philosophy, nor from any system of morals ; we learn it 
from Christianity — the Christianity of the Bible, which tells us how 
Jesus Christ, in the form of a man, came on this earth, to live and to 
die for our redemption from misery and death. There is no other 
reason, we can understand, why Jesus Christ descended from on high to 
«ifferas He did suffer, and die as He did die, but for our redemption 
from misery and death. He tasted death for every man. Thus it is 
witnessed what he thinks of man individually and collectively, high and 
low, rich and poor, pure and impure, bad and good of every class and 
<Jondition. He tasted death for every man. If you are to know how to 
Talue a man, Jesus Christ has furnished us the scales. Take a man 
*here and weigh him, and see what he is — what weight of innocence and 
glory. In Jesus Christ every man has brotherhood, in Christ's brother- 
liood every man is honoured. Beyond this we are called upon by 
^^iristianity to contemplate men in reference to their future state of 
existence beyond the grave. We are not to judge of men by what they 
are, or by what they have made themselves : our duty is to look at them 
prospectively. The lamp of immortality is lighted up in the breast of 
^» aud it remains unquenchable for ever : blighted though he may be, 
ooble energies are slumbering in his breast, which will rise refulgent 
amid the wreck of the univerae. What earthly pomp or estate can 
<^mmand our reverence for man like the single fact that he has a soul 
lodged within him ? What earthly distinction can lend any real dignity 
*o the man whose existence stretches out to eternity. Before him the 
proudest monuments of earthly greatness crumble into dust, and sink 
^own at the sight of him. The most uneducated of us all are destined 
^ rise from the grave to live in immortality. And Christianity teaches 
*^ to remember this, and therefore we are not surprised when the 
-Apostle tells us to condescend to men of low estate, and give honour to 

. ^ [Three yomig men, from the diocese of Lincoln, habited as monks, were the suL- 
J^ of much observation during the Congress. — S. & M.] 
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all men, no matter what their state and condition may be. We m 
nothing loath to give honour to the good and great men — ^men of ample 
benevolence, high intellect, and rank and station. And we ought to do it. 
The man of science will admit us to his cabinet, and flatter us by an 
inspection of his gathered treasures, and we endeavour to lift up our- 
selves to high tastes, and to appreciate his pursuits. We enter the lofty 
mansions of the titled and great, we stifle our envy, or selfishness, and 
generously admire all he has — his pictures and rooms, his vast domains, 
his flocks and herds, and we do right to do this, because these things ar^ 
the rewards of hard work in this world. Men work hard in this world 
to gain, or have worked hard to keep it, and it is an envious feeling that 
envies them their possessions. But a man comes who is of lowlj con- 
dition, and how do we treat him. He is working in the mines, he ia 
following the plough, he is bending over the anvil, grasping the bar 
of iron with his bony hands stiffened with toil. He brings to ua the 
work upon which he has expended his labour and toil, and has done the 
best he can to make it acceptable to us. How are we tempted to receive 
it 1 We pay him in gold, and dismiss him in silence. Ought we not 
rather to say to him, " Here is my brother, whose fidelity, toil, industry^ 
and honesty deserve my respect ? " (Cheers and " Yes, yes.'*) Every 
man deserves respect for that which he tries to do well ; no matter what 
his work is, we ought to bestow upon it a generous estimation. Nor do 
we confine ourselves to those in humble pursuits, but the same spirit of 
charity, kindness, and respect we owe even to the wicked and profime 
and vicious. The evils that arise from want of sympathy with those 
who have fallen into excesses and vicious habits have never perhaps been 
realized ; but the subduing power of pity, the might of sympathy and 
love to control by meekness and kindness eveiy passion, we have^to learc 
in 5ur experience, and I thank God for the opportunity I have had 
to-night in witnessing such an exhibition of it in the Church. I doubt nol 
there are those in this great multitude who have yielded to temptation 
who have sometimes been exposed to evils which they had no strengtl 
to resist. They are here to-night, and under the inspiration of th< 
noble and generous expression of sympathy they have heard, I cai 
hardly doubt they intend to go back from this place wiser and bette: 
men. I here behold to-night what the Church of England is doing fo^ 
her people. Only to-day I was inquiring for an honoured and belovej 
friend, whom I expected to meet in one of the lordly mansions in thi 
neighbourhood, and I was told he was gone to visit a poor man, twelr- 
miles off", who had met with misfortune. He had gone this distance 
separating himself from all the allurements of this Congress, that h 
might go to that lonely man in his sorrow and sympathy. You wi 
not be surprised to hear it was the Bishop of Eochester. (Cheers. 
At night he came home drenched with rain, afflicted with rheumatism 
but he found his consolation in the fact that he had been to perform 
Christian duty. God bless him, and the august and noble body < 
men like him. (Loud cheers.) I have heard it whispered since I cam 
from a foreign country that the clergy of the Church of England wei 
not entirely in sympathy with the middle and lowly classes of the hm 
and that they were perhaps losing their influence over them. Wh^ 
what a scene is this I behold ! And this is but one of a hundred 
have been enabled to witness and rejoice in since my short stay in th 
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country. Wherever I have been, I have beheld the expression of 
cordial and noble sympathy for the working classes, from the nobles, 
Bishops, and clergy of the land, such as I have never seen in my own 
country. (Cheers.) When I look round upon all the glorious school- 
houses, and hospitals, and asylums of every class in this country, I say. 
To whom are you indebted for all these blessings which own the birth- 
right of every citizen of your native land ? To whom are you indebted 
for these churches rising in their towering splendour above the mansions 
of the rich — ^for these Christian ministers and Bishops — to whom are 
you indebted for these educational institutions which are the glory of 
your land, and asylums which open their arms of refuge and relief to 
all the wants and woes of humanity, but to Churchmen ! (No, no.) 
Well to Christians, churchmen included. (Cheers.) Is this the people 
I am called upon to despise for their neglect of the poor ? Is this the 
people that I am called upon to charge with a want of sympathy with all 
classes of society 1 I feel like the prophet who was told to pronounce a 
curse upon the Church of Israel, as it stood in proud array upon the 
distant hills. No, I cannot condemn the people. I cannot despise 
them : like the inspired Balaam, I cast my eyes upon the noble and 
majestic drama there acting before me, and all I can say is, " How 
goodly are thy tents, Jacob : thy tabernacles, O Israel : How shall 
I curse whom the Lord hath not cursed, and how shall I defy whom the 
I-ord hath not defied." (Cheers.) In life and death may I be found in 
the bosom of the noble Church I have found here so nobly represented. 
When I take that Prayer-book in my hand, I feel I have the sentiment 
of every man in the house to-night when I say, " That Burial Service of 
the Church, let it be read over my remains when I am deposited in the 
cold earth, let me have a Christian burial and a Christian epitaph." You 
vere told something by my brother the Bishop of Alabama, and to the 
sentiments to which he gave expression I would merely wish to add, " It 
is not in our power to do great things, but it is in our power to do little 
things from great motives. May we carry this lesson with us — to do all 
things from great motives, love to God, and man, and the Church, love 
to everything that is in the world, and God will bless us and give us an 
entrance into his everlasting kingdom." (Cheers.) 

The Bishop op Oxford, who was greeted with repeated rounds of 
cheering, said : — My friends, I have one great advantage and one great 
disadvantage in addressing you. I have the great advantage of your 
knowing that I am the last speaker ; I have the great disadvantage in 
^ing the last, of knowing that everybody has said every single thing I 
^ad meant to say. Now I will tell you exactly how I feel, lou have 
*een a man at breakfast clear every single bit, even to the last atom of 
^hite, out of the egg that is before him, and then deliberately turn the 
Bliell over, as if it had not been broken, and put it before his friend. 
^ow that is very much my condition at present. We have all been 
^rd-working men from the beginning. My friend has told you that he 
^ been a hard-working lawyer ; another speaker said he had been a 
"ftrd^working clergyman ; and I have been for a great many years, and 
*^ still indeed, a very hard-working man. (Cheers.) But I must say 
^ill, with all the feelings of exhaustion of the great subject which brings 
^ together, when we come to look at such a mass of human, ay, and of 
Vmpathetib feces that we see before us, it is an utterly inexhaustible 
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subject for a man that has a heart within him. My friends^ if we be 
indeed true to the religion of Him whose Dame every one of ns delights 
to bear, we can never forget this, that when He came upon this earth He 
chose himself to be born into the lot of a working man, and to be called 
the son of a carpenter, and out of the two-and-thirty years that he spent 
on earth, to work in His reputed father's trade for more than twenty- 
eight of them. That, I say, of itself, if there was nothing else, to my 
mind elevates at once manly labour and hard work in this our prepara- 
tory condition, as no other Christian thought on the earth can raise it 
Now 1 want to gather up everything I have got to say into two great 
practical suggestions which come naturally at the end of all the great 
motives you have been hearing from others. I think there are two prin- 
cipal things I should like to say to you. I think there are some things 
in which we — we especially who represent this Church Congress— can 
help you ; and I am quite sure that there are some great things in which 
you can help us. I think we can help you. I think if there is one thing 
more than another that a man knows he wants it is the sympathy of his 
fellow- men. As far as this world goes that is the great thing to make 
eveiy one of us go happily on in our work. It is not pity. I hate to be 
pitied, and so do you. Pity implies the assertion of superiority in the 
pitier ; and it is a gratification of a man's pride to go about pitying those 
who are perhaps a great deal better than himself. And it is not admira- 
tion that any sensible man amongst you wants. What you want is to feel 
" Here is another heart that beats with mine, and by which in my trouble, 
and in my doubt, and in my difficulty, and in wresUing with the enemies 
around me, I can raise my own humanity without talking big words which 
would perhaps destroy for ever my power of uttering my need to my 
fellow." I think it is the special office of Christianity to keep alive that 
brotherhood of man and man, especially in those teeming multitudee 
which are gathered together in the centre of human industry. There ii 
a tendency in the mere gathering together to destroy that sympathy 
(Christianity is a remedy for that. It is the bringing of the man Chrisl 
Jesus into our own life which enables us to keep our hearts in thii 
way fresh, and able to bear a brother's burden, and not to be tumec 
aside by difficulty. We know that the shyness and self-respect and 
reserve which are so eminently part of our national character tend tc 
prevent the deeper kind of men from casting themselves on every one 
who comes and offers sympathy and fellow-feeling. Therefore there must 
be the making that humanity real and deep in ourselves, if we mean to 
be in any sense the help and comfort of our brethren j and I think this, 
which I hold to be one of the greatest needs of the present day, we are 
enabled to do for you. Then, I think, there is another help we can giye 
you. I think the tendency of the present day in all its strong rivalry in 
trade, in all its strong competition for the advantages of the earth, and 
the like, has a marvellous tendency to set class secretly against class i& 
this our common land, and the way it works is this. It hajrdens a man's 
heart against the classes which are not his own ; it tends to harden the 
heart of a man who has abundance against the man who is gouig on 
in labour ; it tends to harden the heart of a man whose lot is cast in 
labour against those who seem to be above him in the advantages ^ 
life. This is an injury to every living man who allows it to enter in^^ 
his heart. There is no more dwarfing thing, no more narrowing thing *o 
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the heart of man, than to indulge in those feelings of asperity and 
hostility towards those who are separated from him by those artificial 
and narrow bounds in the great deep of humanity which the mere dis- 
tinction of class breeds. I think that we, the great true Republican 
principle in the whole world— the Christian Church — the teacher of 
equality because the teacher of distinction ; the annihilator of lesser 
differences, because the exalter of the almighty power of God, — I 
think we can help you, if you will take our help, to break through 
these class distinctions and be brothers one to another. (Cheers.) 
There is only one other way in which I will speak of the help we 
can give you, because I am not going to speak of the great help of 
all, the help of Christian ministers, in passing through life with hope ot 
the world to come, and the presence of the Master with you in your trials 
here. These things belong rather to the church or the chapel, or to the 
aacred intercourse of soul with soul, than to our special purpose here 
to day. But there is another thing in which I think we can help you. I 
think we can help to raise and keep alive in this country a true estimate 
of the dignity of labour. It is a many-sided dignity, as all true labour 
is. The mere fact of the subduing of the earth, and of the strength and 
the cunning which God gives to the skilled workman's right hand, is of 
itself a thing of dignity. Look at the trifler, trifling away his life like 
an idle butterfly going from flower to flower, and passing away, and 
leaving nothing done. Compare that with the man who has done but one 
thing in honest labour in that life God has given him, and say which is 
the worthy man, and which the idle, fluttering insect. Well, I think it is 
for us to teach that, and to preach it, and make men feel it ; but even 
that is not the highest. It was a grand thing when, on the bare heath 
near Birmingham, Watt set up his great machinery ; and when men 
<»me and asked him what he had to sell, he made the brief answer, " What 
I have to sell is power." It was a singular answer, but it showed that 
tihe man had realized something as to what the greatness of labour is in 
this world. But there is a higher view of it. The skilled workman may 
feel greatly what the glory of his work is in subduing the earth. But 
^very man who understands what it is to labour, if it is only the putting 
^f a pin's head on the top of a pin, if he does that work as unto the 
Wd, he is doing the very thing that the archangels are doing in heaven. 
He is doing the work that God has set him to do. (Cheers.) Now, I 
think we can do this for you — but I must hurry on, because my few 
^nutes are going on lightning pace. But I think you can help us in 
* great many ways ; and here, above all, 1 want you to listen to me. I 
think you can help us especially in this : in gaining greater accuracy 
*^ all that we do. I believe that the skilled workman is a man in 
whose whole heart and in the tissue of whose life the value of accuracy 
*^ sunk down till it has become a part of his nature. I think among 
the main things that hinder us (the clergy) from gaining the workmen 
^1 that we are inaccurate in our statements, and do not weigh suffi- 
ciently the necessity of speaking to thinking men exactly that which 
Mil stand the test as to whether it is spoken accurately or not. This 
^8 the result of your training. Many of you, for instance, are engaged 
^n making locks. What would you think of a man who, if asked if he 
^uld make a lock, replied, " I cannot make one of these locks so exactly 
^hat the key will go round in it, but I can do something like it." 
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Why, you would say, " He is not worth hia salt.*' The lock musi be 
accurate, or its maker would be worth nothing, and he had better 
never have attempted the work. I think you can help us Tery mudi ^ 
indeed, if you will work with us in the great .work of the Church of p 
Chnst ; you can help us very much by your attributes of courage and 
manliness. 1 think your habits of life tend to make you manly and. 
courageous, to make you say wluit you think, and to make yon deter- 
mined to be what you appear to be, and to make you determined to 
carry through what you undertake. There is a special temptation to oa^ 
on the other hand, to try to win you to us by a little lessening down 
difficulties, and going lightly over thin ice, and shirking things that 
might lead to your saying '^ No " in such a room as this^ when we want 
you to say '< Yes.'' That is our especial temptation ; and if we could get 
the mass of the manly working men of £ngland to take their own trof 
part in the Church of Christ in this land, it would be a great help to give 
us that stiff-backedness, and that thorough manly courage, without 
which no profession, and no business in this land, can ever command the 
respect of others, or do thoroughly its own work. (Cheers.) Then thae 
is another point in which 1 think your habits of life may enable you ta 
help us. They drive you almost necessarily into mutual co-operation; 
they even lead you into it to such a degree, that in many instances that 
co-operation degenerates, because it is not duly mixed with other Chris- 
tian qualities, into vice, and leads on to crime. But that co-operatioD, 
that spirit in which each man acts with his fellow^ each acknowledging 
that he is one with his brother, that the community is one and mudt be 
helped togeti.er, that is, when it is held under Christian sway, one of the 
conditions of any true greatness in any human thing, and anything 
worked by human instruments. Well, then, if you working men will 
come with us, work with us in the Christian Church in this land, we may 
have that beautiful order of mutual co-operation restored amongst ns, in 
a degree to which we have been, of late, far too sadly strangers. (Cheers.) 
I do not for a moment mean that the workmen need Christianity to 
reform them more than those above them. I think you will say I have 
not flattered you in a single word, and I am not going to flatter you ] but 
I have learned this from my Master, that instead of the increase of wealth 
lessening the temptations of humanity, it increases them ; that if the poor 
man needs the religion of Christ to keep him pure and sober and holy, the 
rich man needs it tenfold. I never read in the Gospel, *• How hardly shall 
they that are poor enter into the kingdom of heaven," but I have read, 
" How hardly shall they that have riches enter into the kingdom of 
heaven." (Cheers.) Therefore, it is not a bit because the poor need Chris- 
tianity more than the rich that I so speak to you. I think there have been 
great faults on both sides, and I want to be the first to confess it. I think 
the clergy have been stiff and unsympathising very often in times past 
They have rather fled from the face of the multitude of their fellow 
citizens into coteries, and into the congenial society of those who would 
echo back in sighs the utterances which they had made ; and they hav& 
fled, to a certain degree, from the conflict Christ ordained for them with 
the thoughts of men, the doubts of men, the difficulties of men, and the 
sins of men. I confess it for myself and my brethren, and we all feel it. 
There has come a new spirit among us, a desire to spend ourselves io^ 
Christ, and to labour among you. I believe that I am speaking tb© 
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pinion of the great mass of my clerical brethren, when I say that we do 
:Ot want fine chapels filled with perfumed handkerchiefs, but we want 
Teat churches filled with working men. (Loud cheers.) Well, then, I 
ak you to help us ; help us ; help us to make these blessings yours and 
UTS ; let the tim^ past suffice for the wretched jealousies of conflicting 
ects. If any maf^thinks that by adding over and above to that which 
he Church of England has instituted, counsels of perfection, such as 
hose which I believe firmly John Wesley intended to institute, do not 
3t us of the Church find fault with them, but let us rather adopt them 
Qto the common bosom of a living Christianity, and bid them God 
peed. (Cheers.) T do verily believe that the great religious diflferences 
rhich now divide and weaken us exist more upon the memory of past evils 
han upon- a present necessity ; and I believe that if Churchmen and 
dissenters would unite together to exalt the one name of Christ, and for 
heir love of that name seek heartily and thoroughly for brotherly com- 
aunion in one common Church, England might have it, and that 
saving it she might be, first in the things spiritual, and then in things 
naterial, more than a match for the divided world around her. (Cheera.) 
i€y brethren — the doubts of the present time, what are they % Do you 
hiuk they are new ? Have they not been whispered in every genera- 
ion into a thousand hearts? The temptations of the present day — 
^hich of them can be new 1 The difficulties of the present day — which 
lave arisen since our fathers wrestled with them ? But God has in the 
Didst of them roused up on every side of us a new spirit of working for 
Jim and living to Him. Oh, if in one of these great centres of our 
Towded humanity there should be one resolution to rise and to work 
or true unity in Him, I believe the result would be accomplished, and 
our children's children would call us blessed. (Loud cheers.) 

The Benediction was then pronounced by the President, and the 
aeeting dispersed. 



FRIDAY MORNING, OCT, 4. 

THE PRESIDENT TOOK THE CHAIR AT 10 A.M. 

CHURCH CEREMONIAL. 

The Ven. Archdeacon Hone read the following Paper : — 
A rigid limitation of time having been fixed for the delivery of 
these Papers, I hope to be pardoned if without apology or other 
preface I proceed at once to the discussion of the subject intrusted 
to me. One favour I vrill ask — that of your clemency you will 
give me a fair hearing, while T endeavour to trace out before you 
viat is the ceremonial of our dear Church of England, neither 
naore nor less. 

Under the Mosaic system, a gorgeous ceremonial was established 
i^ the tabernacle and the temple. But the whole of that system 
^as swept away by the Gospel dispensation. The inspired Rubrics, 
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if I may so describe them, were repealed by the authority which 
had enacted them. As for the synagogues, the places themselves 
and the ceremonial observed in them were merely of human 
institution, and appertained entirely to the first covenant, which 
was to vanish away and to give place to the second. 

The religion of the Gospel stands in remarkable contrast with 
the religion of the Law in this matter of ceremonial. 

In the one, as I have observed, everything was regulated by 
divine authority, with a minute precision, — in the other, nothing. 
Respecting gestures, postures, garments, furniture, decorations, 
there is not in the Holy Scriptures one single injunction, no, not 
even a hint, for the guidance of the Christian Church. 1 Cor. 
xiv. 26, "Let all things be done unto edifying," seems to comprise 
in itself the only and yet suflScient principle by which the Church 
was to guide herself in all such matters. 

But the use of some ceremonial is a matter of necessity, and 
the Church had to choose between making her own regulations, 
and leaving such things to the discretion or indiscretion of each 
congregation, or its lay or clerical oflScers. 

There are, I believe, no surviving records of any rule having 
been settled in the primitive Church. But as early as the days of 
Jerome and Chrysostom it appears to have become an established 
custom for the clergy to wear a particular clothing at the time of 
their ministrations. 

In process of time the Church saw fit to aim at conciliating the 
Jew and the Gentile, by presenting herself before them in an 
attractive outward garb. She sought to enlist the senses on her 
side. The eye, the ear, the organs of smell, were to be gratified 
and won. 

Ceremonial, having once gained a place in the Church, made 
progress. But it is instructive to notice that the time at which 
the Church reached the highest point of her external magnificence 
was the same in which she had also sunk into the lowest depths 
of spiritual poverty. 

At length, not a moment too soon, came the Reformation. I* 
was a great blessing in its distinctive principles, to the Church and 
to the world, notwithstanding varieties and defects in its details* 
attributable to the fact that the instruments of its accomplishment 
were but men. 

Wherever it prevailed, one thing which it did was to sweep 
away a great quantity of the progressively gathered accretions 
of rubbish. 

On the Continent some precious things were thrust aside as well 
as the useless and the deceptive. 

Happily for us, the Church of England, when reformed, retained 
the Apostolic threefold ministry, and the use of a Liturgy ; while 
she wisely provided that the latter should be given to the people 
in their own language. She also availed herself, without prejudice, 
of all that was good and true in the ''"uses " of Sarum, York, 
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lereford, Bangor, and Lincoln^ and in the ancient Liturgies out of 
vhich those had been constructed; and she provided that the 
•esult should thenceforth be the "use^* of the whole Church of 
England — ^her Book of Common Prayer. 

She was not then, nor afterwards, unconcerned about ceremonial. 
Of this the thoughtful and historical chapter, " Of Ceremonies/' in 
the Preface to the Prayer-book, is a conclusive witness. Its title 
is, " Of Ceremonies, why some be abolished, and some retained/' 
She had carefully considered the ceremonies then in use. She 
now declared her deliberate judgment upon them. While ascribing 
them all to "the institution of man," she says that some which 
had been devised with "a goodly intent" had been turned to 
Tanity and superstition. Others, she states, entered the Church 
through "indiscreet devotion,'' and "a zeal without knowledge;'' 
and these, partly " for their unprofitableness," and partly because 
they "blinded the people, and obscured the glory of God," she 
accounted "worthy to be cut away, and clean rejected." There 
remained a third class, which, although, like the rest, devised by 
man, she judged it desirable to retain, as well for "a decent order" 
as for edification. 

It becomes us, under the present circumstances of the Church, 
to take particular notice of these proofs of her discriminating care, 
shown as much in what she put away from her, as in what she 
thought it good to retain. 

The Church of England elsewhere asserts it to be her right 
to exercise her authority in this matter of ceremonial. In the 
twentieth and thirty-fourth Articles she maintains that "the 
Church hath power to decree rites or ceremonies," — that there 
is no necessity for following the ceremonies of other particular 
Churches, or of former times, — and that she may change and 
abolish ceremonies, if only it be " done to edifying." 

In the Preface she declares the same to be her right and her 
duty, and shows that she has acted upon that conviction. She 
reiterates her reason for having "put away" some of the ceremonies 
to which the people were accustomed, — which were, their burthen- 
some number — their obscurity, so that they " did more confound 
and darken than declare and set forth Christ's benefits unto us,'* 
^d their being abused to superstitious purposes. 

As to the ceremonies which she retained, she defends them on 
the grounds that there must needs be some ceremonies; that old 
ones if in themselves harmless, are less objectionable than new 
devices, while they may be abolished at any time for sufficient 
J'easons ; and that they are " neither dark nor dumb ceremonies,^ 
but," as she expresses it, ** are so set forth that every man may 
understand what they do mean, and to what use they do serve. 
So that it is not like that they, in time to come, should be abused 
te other have been." 

With regard to symbolism, the Preface shows plainly the mind 
)f the Church. Her reforms aimed at clearing out everything of 
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the kind that was not perfectly intelligible to ordinary minds, in its 
import and use, while in fact she retained only a very few symbols. 
There are, of course, those which Christ instituted, in the two Holy 
Sacraments. Besides these, there is the sign of the Cross made in 
baptism, the design of which is carefully explained whenever it is 
used, and which is elaborately defended in the 30th Canon. There 
is the ring in marriage, and the joining of hands, the throwing in 
of earth upon the coflSn in the grave, and the laying-on of hands 
on the confirmed and the ordained, after the example of the 
Apostles. 1 know not of any other symbolical actions which are 
authorised by the Church of England ; and in these there is 
nothing whose meaning is to be hunted out, and disputed over, 
and the explanation of which is, by reason of its cloudiness, likely 
to be forgotten by ordinary persons as soon as they have heard it. 

Such are the transparent and openly-avowed principles of the 
Church of England with regard to ceremonial. In her estinoation, 
ceremonial is a mere matter of order, to be regulated by the judg- 
ment of the Church of each nation, and subject to alteration when 
it comes to be misused. It is required, in her system, to be simple 
and intelligible, not burthensome, and not promotive of error or 
superstition. 

The practical exhibition of the principles thus avowed by the 
Church is to be found in the Rubrics and Canons. I can discover 
no ground for suspecting that these were intentionally framed with 
a view of making room for any such ceremonial as could be charac- 
terised as " gorgeous " or *^ ornate." This remark applies equally^ 
to her regulations with regard to persons, places, and services. I 
shall first speak of these, independently of the disputed part of the 
one rubric which has recently become an occasion of disturbing 
the peace of the Church, and which I think it best to reserve for 
separate consideration. 

1. As to persons, it is agreed that that very rubric requires the 
clergy who officiate at Morning or Evening Prayer to be theu 
habited in a surplice. 

They are also to wear the hood of their degree,if theybe graduates, 
or otherwise ^^ a decent tippet of black.'^ The Church does not 
provide that any other persons besides the clergy shall wear surplices. 
When she speaks of the " clerks," we understand her as intending 
lay officers who assist in the service. The Anthem, if there be one, 
implies the presence of persons competent to sing it. Propriety 
may suggest that these (who are the " clerks") should be habited 
in a distinctive attire. Usage may be pleaded, to a certain extent 
in such cases, in favour of the surplice. But it is my duty tc 
acknowledge it to be a fact that the Church nowhere recognises \ 
surpliced choir. 

So also with reference to processions, — no sanction of the Churcl 
can be pleaded in their favour. Where there is a necessity fo 
persons to proceed from one place to another, there is an Apostoli 
rule by which the Church professes to guide herself^ which woul 
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warrant the marshalling of those persons, as a matter of seeraliness 
and order. But on this point it is significant of the Church not 
T3eing addicted to processions for the purpose of making an impres- 
sion^ that she is silent. Bowing at the name of Jesus is sanctioned 
by the 18th Canon, but it is observable that, with much caution, 
the Church saw it right to give her reasons for the practice. There 
is no authority for other bowings, nor for any genuflexions. 

2. As to places — and 1 include their furniture — propriety and 
simplicity, not magnificence or superfluity, would appear to have 
been the aim of the Church in her treatment of them. 

In the rubric, as it stood in Edward's second Prayer-book (1552), 
in Elizabeth's (1559), continued I believe in James's (1602), cer- 
tainly found in Charles II.'s (1662), and therefore standing in our 
present Prayer-book, there are these words — *' And the chancels 
shall remain as they have done in times past." If I interpret this 
rightly, it is the law, not only that the chancels shall be preserved 
from destruction or mutilation, but that they shall continue in the 
^ndition to which they had been brought at the date of Edward's 
fiecond Prayer-book, or subsequently, by lawful authority. 

Taking the Communion Service and the Canons together for our 
further guidance, we are instructed that " on the east end of every 
church and chapel " are to be set up the Ten Commandments — an 
order which many modern church- builders ingeniously contrive to 
disobey. There is to be a table, — always so called, — never men- 
tioned by the name of an " altar '* — a name of which Bishop Hackett 
says, in his ''Life of Archbishop Williams," that it is a '* meta- 
phorical usurpation.'' On this table there is to be ^^ a carpet of silk 
or other decent stufi^/' of the propriety of which the Ordinary is 
<5onstituted the judge. There is not a word, or a hint, about divers 
<5arpet8, or divers colours. At the time of the Holy Communion 
the table is to be covered with '^ a fair white linen cloth." There 
is no authority for any article whatsoever being placed upon the 
^able in addition to the vessels required for use in the administration 
of the Holy Communion. The table has not even a fixed place 
appointed for it by any express order of the Church. According to 
^he rubric it " shall stand in the body of the church, or in the chan- 
nel, where Morning and Evening Prayer are appointed to be said." 
For many years after the Reformation, the table was brought 
<>ut and placed for the service, usually with its ends east and west, 
^hich explains why that which is now called the north end of the 
table is called by the rubric the north *'side." The place in which 
our communion-tables now always stand was given to them, but 
without authority, after the accession of Charles II. We need not 
'''^ish it to be altered. But it is right to remember that the Church 
las not herself assigned any particular place to them, and only now 
ieeps them where they stand by virtue of her general law that no 
iterations may be made in the church or chancel without the 
Authority of the Ordinary. This explanation suffices to show that 
when the minister is directed to stand at the '' north side '^ of the 
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table, it could not have been intended that he should select the 
west. 

The 82nd Canon orders that there shall be " a convenient seat 
for the minister to read the service in;'* and the 83rd Canon 
requires " a comely and decent pulpit." There is no order as to 
the place of either. 

The Church adds no more. While we have reasons, weighty 
and constraining, for making the house of God not only seemly 
but beautiful, in honour of Him whom we worship (and we may 
well rejoice to have such liberty, subject to the Bishop's control), it 
is right to remember that we cannot find in the Church's own 
regulations, authority, or even encouragement, for the introduction 
of costly decorations or of any useless furniture. 

3. With regard to the Service, the times require us to ask, "Does 
the Church of England provide for what is called ' a high cere- 
monial,' — au * ornate' and 'magnificent' performance? '* 

And the answer is ready, that she makes no such provision. In 
speaking of the persons who officiate, I have anticipated much that 
might be said on this part of the subject. But it is proper to add 
that the whole tone of the Service is left to depend simply on its 
own appropriate language, and on a just expression of it, and not 
upon external accessories. Nothing artistic has been devised by 
the Church for the purpose of producing an efifect. The only choice 
allowed is, between '* saying " and " singing " certain parts of the 
Service, the introduction or omission of the Anthem, and the use, or 
not, of instrumental music, — if at least her sanction of it may be 
inferred from provision being made for an Anthem. 

Proceeding to the Holy Communion, it is significant that when 
it is conducted according to the Church's rules, just as they stand, 
the Service is eminently simple, and divested of all outward 
demonstrations. In these respects it stands in suggestive con- 
trast with the ceremonial of the Roman and Greek Churches. 
It is a religious service, for the inner man, and makes absolutely 
no appeal to the mind through the outward eye. The officiating 
clergyman is directed when he is to kneel and when to stand, he 
has to present and place the alms on the table, and to place the 
elements so as most conveniently to break the bread and to take 
the cup before the people, — which instruction I understand as 
providing against his adding, out of sight, any ceremony beyond 
what is prescribed. The directions given for consecrating the 
elements, and for administering and receiving them, preclude the 
idea of anything being done for effect. The same may be said of 
all that is appointed to follow till the Service ends. If only that 
Service be conducted in exact accordance with the orders of the 
Church, nothing would be seen which, without perversion of 
language, could be called '^ histrionic," — and nothing which could 
turn any of the congregation into mere spectators of a scene. 

But it is said that it is lawful to add anything to the prescribed 
ceremonial of the Church of England so long as that thing is not 
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ixpressly forbidden. Yet surely the Preface on Ceremonies suffices 
;o prove this at leasts that the existing Romish ceremonial had 
3een carefully sifted, and that what was then deliberately excluded 
»yas in effect forbidden. Some things were '^ retained," and others 
wrere " put away.'^ It is too absurd to maintain that the practices 
which had just been ^^put away*^ or *' abolished" as superstitious, 
as illusory, as farfetched symbols, and the like, might lawfully have 
been restored in the churches on the first day of using the new 
Prayer-book, which expunged them. And yet that might have 
been done then, if it be lawful now. 

And herein we find all the answer which can be required to an 
argument grounded upon certain Acts of Parliament of the reigns 
of Henry VIII. and EUzabeth.^ These Acts provided that until 
a new code of ecclesiastical laws should have been prepared, all 
such existing canons, constitutions, ordinances, and synodals 
provincial as were not contrariant to the laws of the realm and 
the royal prerogative, should still be used and executed. But the 
Preface to the Prayer-book, being part of the Act of Uniformity, 
makes whatever it excludes to be contrariant to the laws of the 
^alm. 

But what is to be said of such actions or vestments as are 
leither touched by the Preface nor the Rubrics ? There is the 
Practice of standing to hear the Sentences and Exhortations, and 
read the Psalms ; there is the alternate reading of the Psalms 
y the minister and people, and the sitting of the people when the 
lessons are read. For these we accept the honoured rule of 
38tom {mos pro lege) as settling the mode of doing what must be 
ane in some way. 

As for turning to the east at the Creeds, the only authority for 

is the same law of custom, which, however, is feeble in support 
^ this practice, since it prevails only here and there. 

Then there are the gown and cassock, the scarf and the bands. 
: must be admitted that these hold a less secure place than the 
irplice ; but they are harmless, they have no theological signifi- 
inoe, and they have the sanction of long usage. The gown is 
om at a time for which the Church does not appear to have 
rovided by any express regulations as to the dress of the preacher. 

Bat the most important question with reference to ceremonial 
lisesout of certain parts of that rubric which I have reserved for 
jparate consideration, and which precedes the Morning and 
lyening Prayer. 

The 58th Canon requires that the surplice shall be the dress 
'every minister in " saying the public prayer, or ministering the 
icraments or other rites of the Church." It also provides that 
K>ds shall be worn on all such occasions. Of late it has been 
ntended that the rubric in question lays down a contradictory, 
d at the same time superior, law. Let us consider whether such 
its real intention. 

1 25 Hen. VIII. xix. 8 ; 1 Eliz. i. 6. 
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Counsel of the highest reputation direct our attention 'to the 
place in which that rubric stands, and the title given to it, and 
argue that these limit its application to the Morning and Eyening 
Prayer, and to such offices as may be introduced into the same, as 
marriages, churchings, and baptisms ; in which services there is no 
dispute as to the surplice and the hood being the only authorised 
vestments. But doubtless it id held by others that this rubric 
extends to the office for the Holy Communion, and therefore 
requires the clergy to wear the cope, chasublcj albe, and dalmatic^ 
when administering that sacrament. 

Let us consider what would necessarily ensue from such an 
interpretation of this rubric. King Edward^s first Prayer-book 
gives no directions as to the chancels or their furniture. The 
regulations respecting them which were made between the dates of 
the two Prayer-books are consequently left in full force. Besides 
this, there is the special requirement concerning chancels in this 
very rubric, that they shall remain as they have done in times past, 
which, as I have already suggested, sanctioned such reforms as had 
been effected since the beginning of the reign. And, therefore, to 
include the Communion Office within the scope of this rubric 
might be to place a pre- Reformation priest, in sacrificial robes, at 
the side of a Reformed communion table, which "was directed to be ^ 
placed in the body of the church, if most convenient for the con- 
gregation, and of which the ends might stand east and west. 

Surely such could not have been the real intention of the 
Church ! Even her enemies, in the hottest part of their hostility, 
failed to detect such incongruity in her regulations. And as for 
her friends, if the rubric means what some now attribute to it, our 
own "judicious" Hooker failed a little in discernment, and was 
somewhat injudicious, when he took so great pains to prove from 
Jerome and Chrysostom that the surplice was the ancient dress 
of the clergy in the celebration of the Lord's Supper, and whea* 
he gave such forcible reasons for the use of the surplice at that time. 

But whether the terms of the rubric were an oversight or no, of 
one thing we may feel perfectly certain — that those words were not 
written or retained by the Reformers for the purpose of counten- 
ancing a doctrine in denial of which many of them suffered the 
pains of martyrdom, " lighting such a candle, by God's grace, in 
England, as they trusted should never be put out/'^ And it is ne 
infringement of the rules of the Church Congress to say thati 
when an attempt is being made to bring back those! garments, 
avowedly as accessories to some particular doctrines, it ought first 
to be proved, beyond the reach of doubt, that those doctrines ars 
doctrines of the Church of England. 

On the other hand, we have a full right to demand a revision of 
that rubric, if its terms are such as to admit of its bein^ turned 
into an instrument of warfare against the doctrine which the 
Church of England maintains. 

1 Latimer'i words to Ridley On the day of their martyrdom. 
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Time forbids me to enter upon a discussion of the question, 
i^hether a higher ceremonial than that which the Church of 
England approves would be conducive, or otherwise, to the growth 
>f religion in the land, strengthening its influence over the charac- 
:er and life of the people. 

I can, however, briefly indicate the line I should wish to have 
!;aken, had the opportunity been at my command. I should have 
irgued — 

1. That if only permitted, and not enforced, a higher ceremonial, 
Eis it is called, would mark and strengthen divisions in the Church. 

2. That if enjoined, it would offend ten-thousandfold more than 
Lt would conciliate or gratify. 

3. That it has in itself little or no moral influence, since it ad- 
dresses itself only to the senses, and leaves the principles untouched. 

4. But, most of all^ that its tendency is to substitute itself for 
personal religion, — to make itself the end, and not merely a help 
towards something higher and better, — a tendency to which we 
ought not to be blinded by the fact that the revivers df the system 
«re many of them eminently devout men, who watch sedulously 
against the temptation they are under to forget the power of god- 
Imess when their minds are so full of its form. 

We have warnings enough before us. In other countries, where 
ihe ceremonial is highest, the religious principles and practice are 
lowest. In Italy, for example, if you inquire either about the 
priests or the people, you are likely enough to hear that religion 
w no moral power over them. If you ask about the prospect of 
» revival of religion, you may be told that your question assumes 
the existence of faith, whereas religion, in any such sense, is dead. 
Bat in that country ceremonial flourishes, flaunts itself, and is 
Wsted of; a ceremonial which is imposing in a sense melancholy 
»id awful — for it is like the whitened sepulchre over dead men's 
bones; it leaves sin unabashed and rampant, while many even of 
ftose who have to perform their parts in its elaborate scenic displays 
ire lax in morals, alienated from Christianity, and entangled in 
«&belief. 

I close my paper with an expression of the deep and solemn 
desire of my heart that our great and glorious Head may be pleased 
to look graciously upon our branch of His Church in her present 
perils and anxieties ; that He will keep her steadfast in His own 
hue faith, the Scriptural theology of the Reformation ; that He 
^ give each of her members grace to be, as Bishop Hall so 
Sraphically expresses it, " in necessary truths an oak, and a reed in 
^ths indifferent ; " that He will heal her divisions by binding her 
Members more closely to His own self; and that He will beautify 
11 her borders by a copious shedding forth of those excellent gifts 
rhich are the fruits of the Spirit in every heart of man in which 
Te is pleased to abide. 
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■ed inconsistent, and therefore were not likely to have been 
^d to cease, and thus to diminish that dignity of Eucharistic 
^ip which the vestments themselves implied. No more 
king proof could well be given of the condition in which the 
monial of the Church of England was intended to be left by 

first reformed Prayer-book, than the notable circumstance 

the Duke of Somerset sent it officially to Cardinal Pole at 
le, inviting him to return to England, and saying this, among 
r things, of the book itself—" In the which yf ye can fyend 

faulte we shall gladly receyve yor letters and here your 
ment given thereupon, and shall as gently cawse the reasons to 
mdered unto you, wherewith we do not fere ye shal be satis- 
** No one can seriously imagine that the new Prayer-book 
d have " satisfied '* the Cardinal if it had materially altered 
general ceremonial features of the Church's Offices, and espe- 
j of her Eucharistic Service. 

Now let us, at once, pass over just 300 years, and, mentally 
acting the churches of England and attending the services 
3 in 1849, observe the marked and lamentable contrast in 
nonial which they then presented. Making every allowance 
11 kinds of abuses at both periods, it needs no critical eye to 
irn the obvious diflference where care the most prevailed at the 

time or was least regarded at the earlier period. Even if time 
litted, it were scarcely necessary for me to draw the picture 
h most can probably sketch in outline for themselves — many 
ible to fill in with curious details. In making this comparison, 
otice, of course, is intended to be taken of the relative condition 
le fabric of the churches, or even of their internal decora- 
I at the dates in question : it is strictly church ceremonial to 
h these remarks are limited. There may have been, and there 

be, a full and splendid ceremonial in a very debased building ; 
3uld indeed be incongruous, but probably less, certainly not 
J, so, than the aspect of a well-restored or newly-built church — 
in its furniture and costly in its decoration — where the service 
continued or inaugurated upon the prevailing type of a period 

it may be hoped, not slowly passing away. Nor, again, in 
ting out the dissimilarity, is any blame implied of those who 

merely continued a usage which they and their predecessors 
•ited, and with which clergy and laity of all grades were for 
Qost part alike content. 

iring, however, the last quarter of a century, influences of 
us kinds have arisen which here and there (how, it might be 
ult to state precisely) evoked a ceremonial desire. This has 

on spreading and intensifying, till at length it has produced a 
Qonial zeal which, in not a few, and still multiplying, instances, 
estored to the services of the Church of England the aspect 
1 they wore in the earliest years of King Edward VI. The 
of this has been on the one hand, to provoke a strong 
* State Papers (Domestic), Edw. VI. vol vii. 
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opposition to the revival^ on the other hand, to increase and 
consolidate a by no means small or uninflaential body of ceremonial 
defenders. 

5. In this crisis it is a plain duty fairly to face and carefully to 
consider, first of all, some such question as the following: — ^Is 
the Church Ceremonial which prevailed in 1549, or the Church 
Ceremonial which prevailed in 1849, the rightful heritage of the 
Church of England? 

This is the first time at which any of our Church Congresses 
have taken up at all the subject of Ceremonial. The introduction 
of it on this occasion is a recognition of its importance as affecting 
the well-being of the Church of England. The character of this 
assembly is especially fitted to consider and discuss the question I 
have proposed ; and therefore it may not be without its use to 
furnish, as concisely as possible, some elements which perhaps will 
contribute towards its answer. In doing so it will be impossible 
now to produce much evidence in support of my positions, but I 
must ask the Congress to believe that I shall assert nothing bat 
what is capable of proof. 

6. Viewing the question ecclesiastically, historically, or legally, 
I am unable to arrive at any other answer than this — that the 
Church Ceremonial of 1559 is that to which, in the main, the 
Church of England is at least entitled now. 

(a) Ecclesiastically, she has made and sustained the claim by 
appealing to Scripture and primitive antiquity in justification o£ 
that order of divine service which was settled in the sixteenth 
century. 

Thus the statute (2 and 3 Edward VI. c. 1.) authorising tie 
first reformed Prayer-book states that the King ^' hath appointed 
the Archbishop of Canterbury and certain of the most learned and 
discreet bishops, and other learned men of this realm, to consider 
and ponder the premises ; and thereupon, having eye and respect 
to the most sincere and pure Christian religion taught by the 
Scripture, as to the usages in the primitive Church, should drav 
and make one convenient and meet order, rite, and fashion of 
common and open prayer, and administration of the sacraments, to 
be had and used in his Majesty's realm of England and Wales. . H* 

Again, the statute (5 and 6 Edward VI. c. 1.) authorising the 
second Prayer-book (which is commonly, though, as it seems to 
me, erroneously, held to have been intended to teach a less Cathdic 
doctrine and to forbid a less Catholic ceremonial than the fint 
Book), says, in speaking of the first Book, that '^ there hath been 
a very godly order set forth by the authority of Parliament, to 
common prayer and administration of the sacraments, • • • agree- 
able to the Word of God and the primitive Church.^' . 

Once more, the statute (13 and 14 Charles II. c« 4.) authoiisiog 
our present Prayer-book declares that " in the first year of the late- 
Queen Elizabeth there was one uniform order of common service 
and prayer, and of the administration of sacraments, rites and. 
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ceremonies^ in the Church of England .... agreeable to the Word 
of God and usage of the primitive Church." 

These explicit declarations of three several statutes lead inevitably, 
as it appears to me, to this conclusion — that (without taking into 
account what was or was not done under the Prayer-book of 1552) 
the fuller ceremonial provided by or used in connexion with the 
Prayer-books of 1549 and 1559 must be regarded as being, in the 
mind of the Church of England, consistent with Scripture and 
primitive antiquity. 

(i) Historically, the English Church makes the same claim to 
an ancient in preference to a modem ceremonial ; for, defending, 
in the 30th Canon of 1604, the use of the Cross in Baptism, she 
Twes language which certainly implies a designed continuity of 
association, not only with communions in which church ceremonial 
vas prominent, but with that ceremonial itself where consistent 
with her own constant appeal to the ancient Church. The words 
indeed are well enough known ; it may be doubted whether their 
import is sufficiently considered : — " So far was it from the purpose 
of the Church of England to forsake and reject the Churches of 
Italy, France, Spain, Germany, or any such like Churches, in all 
things which they held and practised, that, as the apology of the 
Church of England confesseth, it doth with reference retain those 
cerem^onies which do neither endamage the Church of God, nor 
offend the minds of sober men ; and only departed from them in 
ftose particular points wherein they were fallen both from them- 
•dves in their ancient, integrity, and from the apostolical Churches 
which were their first founders.*' 

Should it be objected that the word *' retained," as used here, 
limits the ** ceremonies'' to those in actual use in 1604, it is 
obvious to reply that such a usage, or rather non-usage, was a 
Biockery of the " ancient integrity '' of the Churches spoken of, 
»nd that practices so disgracefully lax as they then for the most 
part were, certainly could not seriously be spoken of as any 
fcUbwing of the customs of '* the apostolic Churches." Besides, 
it must be remembered that the general rubric on ornaments, in 
the Prayer-book of 1604, pointed to as high a standard of 
Bucharistic ceremonial as is claimed under the rubric now. Some 
ol^tors to ceremonial even maintain that in its form at the 
Jacobean period it maintained a higher standard than its terms 
iU)w impose. 

(c) Legally, the claim is declared in such explicit terms that, if 
they are regarded alone and without reference to what is termed 
contemporaneous exposition, there may be said to. be a common 
consent to the belief that the instrumenta involved in church 
ceremonial are . clearly referred to the second year of King 
Edward VI. by the well-known rubric on *'the ornaments of the 
Church and of the ministers thereof,'^ which occurs in our present 
foayer-book. There is, in truth, a consensus of divines and lawyers, 
&om Bishop Cosin down to our own time, in support of this view. 
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To this mast be added the judicial interpretation of the highest 
existing court of Ecclesiastical Appeal in 1857 — " that the same 
dresses, and the same utensils or articles, which were used under 
the first Prayer-book of Edward VI. may still be used." It 
would seem to be a most legitimate conclusion, that the period 
chosen as the standard for ornaments may, at least with propriety, 
be appealed to where ceremonial directions are lacking or are in- 
explicit in our present Service-book ; for, unless it can be shown 
that the two were inconsistent in 1549, they cannot be at variance 
in 1867, except in any particular the old ceremonial does not 
correspond to the character of the existing offices on account of 
their being varied from the form which they had in 1549. 

7. But it will no doubt be again, as it has been already, in effect 
contended, that notwithstanding the Church of England's abstract 
appeal to primitive antiquity, her reference to the customs of other 
Churches, and her retention of an old rubric, she has, nevertheless, 
abandoned what doubtless was in 1559 as well as in 1549 her 
rightful ceremonial heritage, and that she is only entitled now to 
that kind and amount of ceremonial which her services ordinarily 
exhibit. 

The argument is maintained on two grounds: — 

First, that the ceremonial provided for by the first Prayer-book 
of Edward VI. soon began to fall into disuse ; was discouraged, if 
not prohibited, by the second Prayer-book ; was never really meant 
to be continued by Elizabeth, but in fact rapidly declined during 
her reign ; and has not since been attempted to be restored until 
now, except for a short period during Archbishop Laud's primacfj 
when the experiment proved disastrous. 

This statement may in the main be admitted ; but I must questioi 
the assertion that the Elizabethan law was not intended to be per- 
manent ; and the allegations of early disuse and of rapid decline 
need considerable qualification ; there is sufficient evidence to shov 
that the attachment to the old ceremonial was strong enough t^ 
retain it longer and more extensively than is commonly believed \a 
have been the case. Yet giving to the statement all the weigh i 
claims, to what does it amount? Not more, surely, than to this- 
that the invading tides of foreign Protestantism, and of domesti 
Puri::ani8m and Presbyterianism, broke down the Episcopal an< 
other defences of Catholic antiquity — themselves many of them fa 
from strong — and desolated the ceremonial — (must I not add th 
doctrinal?)— region of the Church of England. As to the allege 
failure of the revival in the reign of the First Charles, it must nc 
be forgotten that the political strife of that period forbids it to b 
regarded as any test of success under more favourable auspices. 

Secondly, it is said that the legal claim for the ceremonial ( 
Edward's second year was legally terminated by the action of th 
Church herself in the Advertisements of 1565 and the Jacobea 
Canons of 1603-4. These, it is asserted, were legal limitations ( 
the rubric, made in conformity with a provision in the Elizabetha 
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Act of Uniformity with declared (s. xxv.) that the ornaments of 
the second year of Edward VI. should " be retained and be in use 
.... until other order shall be thgrein taken by the authority of 
the Queen^s Majesty/' with certain advice which the clause named. 
The argument is not new^ though much stress has been laid upon 
it of late, and a high legal opinion given in conformity therewith, 
wjiich some of its authors have since repeated. If no adverse 
opinion^ at least equally strongs had been published, it might have 
been presumptuous in a non-legal person to be other than silent 
npon this point ; but as the case is otherwise, I may with some 
confidence reassert the belief which I ventured to express in print 
ten years ago^ — that the true interpretation and bearing of these 
Advertisements and Canons (and indeed of all other similar acts 
which occurred between 1559 and 1662) is that they exhibited the 
vmmum ceremonial upon which the bishops were compelled, from 
time to time, to insist in order to secure, if possible, some degree of 
conformity to laws then in force, on the part of those who again 
and again showed their determination to strip, if they could, the 
Church of England of all likeness to anything but the Presbyterian 
platform. 

But, further (putting aside the Canons of 1604, which were not 
made in virtue of any authority derived from the Elizabethan statute, 
and passing over the very important question whether the Adver- 
tisements were in fact issued with the authority which the statute 
required), I must be allowed to dispute the correctness of the state- 
ment upon which the argument itself is framed. It is asserted 
that thft proceedings touching the Advertisements were taken under 
the 25th section of the Elizabethan Act of Uniformity, which pro- 
vides for '* other order '* being taken as to ornaments than that 
already given in the same section which legalised those of Edward's 
aecond year. But, so far as I am aware, though I do not think the 
pomt has been noticed, there is no reason whatever for supposing 
that this was the case. They were, indeed, the result of Queen 
Elizabeth's letter to Archbishop Parker, 25th of January, 1564-5 ; 
but that letter contains nothing to indicate that any particular 
section of the statute was to be then acted upon, still less does it 
point to this section. It is much more likely that the 26th section 
was the one kept in view, if indeed either was really touched by 
what was done ; for that section provided for the publishing (not of 
i "other " as in the former section, but) of " further ceremonies and 
rites," in case there should " happen any contempt or irreverence 
to be used in the ceremonies or rites of the Church, by the misusing 
! of the orders appointed in " the Prayer-book. It was of this very 
I "misusing^' that the Queen's letter complained, and insisted that 
I the bishops should devise some remedy for it; but tliat that remedy 
was not to be sought in an alteration of the law can hardly be 
I doubted by any careful reader of the document ; more especially if 
I regard be had to the following words of the original draft, for 
^ Lawful Church Ornaments, p. 206. 
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which a more threatening form, and one less favonrable to the non- 
conforming clergy, was substituted; for the Queen says, "And yet 
in the execution hereof wee rej[uire you to use al good discretion, 
that hereof no trouble grow in the Church, neither that such as of 
frowardness and obstinacy forbear to ackowledge our supreme 
authority over al sort of our subjects, bee hereby encouraged any- 
wise to think that wee mean to have any change of the policy or of 
the lawes already made and established, but that the same shal 
remain in their due force and strength." ^ 

Seventy-six years later the letters patent prefixed to the Canons 
of 1640 confirm this view — that the law, as settled by the Eliza- 
bethan statute, was not altered by any of the subsequent regulations 
which had been made to meet the growing laxity and nonconformity 
of the intervening period; for the King states as follows— "We 
are given to understand, that many of our subjects, being misled 
against the rites and ceremonies now used in the Church of England, 
have lately taken ofience at the same, upon an unjust supposal, that 
they are not only contrary to our laws, but also introductive unto 
Popish superstitions, whereas it well appeareth unto us, upon mature 
consideration, that the said rites and ceremonies which are now so 
much quarrelled at were not onely approved of, and used by those 
learned and godly divines, to whom, at the time of Reformation 
under King Edward VI. the compiling of the Book of Common 
Prayer was committed (divers of which suffered martyrdom in 
Queen Maries days), but also again taken up by this whole 
Church under Queen Elizabeth, and so duly and ordinarily practised 
for a great part of her reign ( within the memory of divers yet 
living ) as that it could not then be imagined that there would need 
any rule or law for the observation of the same, or that they could 
be thought to savour of Popery/' 

Enough, I think, has now been said ( as much certainly as the 
limits of this paper permit ) to prove that such church ceremonial 
as was clearly allowed and practised in connexion with the first 
Prayer-book of King Edward VI. is still the Church of England's, 
rightful heritage — one which she is fully entitled to claim on every 
plea by which she can sustain her position and authority as »► 
portion of the Church Catholic itself. 

8. But it is not sufficient at this day to inquire what are the 
Church of England's abstract rights in the matter of churcb 
.ceremonial ; it has become a question of great practical and genera> 
import whether she could endeavour to cultivate her ceremonial 
heritage — all the more so because the attempt has, within these 
last few years, been made in some spots of her wide domains. It 
has varied, indeed, both in character and in degree ; yet it may 
be said to have been, on the whole, a dear advance, and that, too^ 
in the direction of fulfilling the law by which ceremonial among 
us is governed. 

The prospects or the proofs of success commonly go far toward? 
} Strype's Parker, iii, 89. 
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kterminiDg the commencement or the continuance of an experi- 
ment In this case it must be admitted that the measure of success 
already attdned is far from being discouraging ; especially when 
it iis f einembered how various, and often strangely assorted, have 
been the' forces which, separately or in league, the elFort had to 
withstand. Among these were to be found the dislike of change, 
and the prejudice dgainst antiquarianism ; the preference of modern 
simplicity, and the dread of innovations ; the contempt for puerili- 
ties, and the attachmeiit to unmeaning forms ; charitable fear of 
offence being needlessly caused, and in unwillingness to believe 
that scandal was given by the lack of decency and order ; an alarm 
at the supposed tendencies of the movement ; a complaint of its 
ind^fiitenesls ; a fear of its being superficial ; a real inability of many 
de?6ut minds to accept it, whether from previous training or other 
causes; the allegation of its disloyalty; the standing aloof, or the 
depreciation, or the opposition of authorities. These and many more 
hindrances of a like character, not to be despised, whatever might 
bethought of the apparently more formidable hostilities of a dis- 
tinctly public kind, have severely tested the merits of the attempt 
thus far made to revive in use ceremonial which exists in theory^ 
It may well be believed that these checks have been wholesome in 
preventing a too rapid development, such as is by no means un- 
common' when a reaction sets in against what is believed to be, or 
really is, a long reign of disorder or indifi^erence. 

^It hiUi, however, to be considered whether, in achieving this 
success, the ceremonial movement has in fact answered any of its 
true ends and objects, — such as the adding more solemnity to 
i^ligibuis worship ; the imparting to it a life and energy calculated 
tofix the attention and sustain the devotions of the worshipper; 
the giving definiteness and fixity to theological ideas ; the helping 
Christians to realise more vividly the presence of God and the 
^^jeisty of His service; the impressing men of different ranks and 
of' varying degrees of ignorance or of intellectual culture with a 
*H)Bger persuasion of the order of grace as distinct from that of 
^rture; the raising, directly or indirectly, the tone of society 
f<>Ucliing the Church as a visible spiritual agency, and not a mere 
IJ^Btitution for promoting social order and a decent morality ; the 
JJ^wing out more of the spirit of sacrifice for God's honour ; the 
'Opening of the religious life by the greater prominence given to 
•^Cramental worship and its spiritual associations; the bringing 
^to communion with the Church any who had failed to be 
attracted under a less ceremonial development ; the retaining those 
^ho, for lack of this external manifestation of sacramental life, 
^ight have been tempted to seek it elsewhere. 

That these ends have been attained in varying degrees, though 
Jiot perhaps to any very large extent (as indeed could scarcely have 
been expected, considering the limits and duration of the movement), 
cannot, I think, be denied; and, therefore, this result must surely 
ie a warrant for continuing the experiment where circumstances 
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favour the attempt. Not, indeecl, that the absence of success^ at 
least until after a very long period of trial, would be any adequate 
proof of the unfitness, in itself, of a ceremonial revival ; more 
especially in a case like the present, where the attempt runs counter 
to the tradition of well nigh three centuries ; for to the growth of 
that tradition originally, and its subsequent perpetuation, must be 
traced the existence and long continuance of a state of things in 
the Church of England than which nothing could well be more at 
variance with the pretensions of a body making the claims to those 
notes of a Church which the English communion puts forward for 
acceptance. 

The history of that tradition seems to me to point to us of this 
day, a warning and an encouragement It tells us, surely, as plainly 
as can well be, that with the decay of ceremonial there followed 
infrequency of worship, and more especially of Eucharistic services, 
and that concurrently there was manifested an increasing public 
dimness on the corresponding doctrines, which became less and less 
distinct with the growth of a popular Protestantism I do not, of 
course, mean that theological treatises ceased to be produced, or 
that even catechetical manuals were not prepared : on the contrary, 
to these no doubt it was due that among clergy and people there 
was maintained a larger amount of sound religious knowledge than 
else would have been preserved ; but it seems undeniable that the 
loss of church ceremonial was accompanied by a feebler popular 
apprehension of the teaching of the Book of Common Prayer ; and 
the substitution, in the public services, of coldness and dryness for 
that fervour and warmth which are the fitting accompaniments of 
devotional acts. The warning, therefore, is — to beware of damping 
the zeal for ceremonial which is now manifesting itself, lest, 
through the indifference of disappointment, there should be a recoil 
upon the tradition which has been deprecated ; the encouragement 
is — that, in the small experience of the recent revival, there are to 
be seen the indications of a dfeep and wide-spread resuscitation oi 
ceremonial which by its vigour may be expected to prove a lasting 
protection to that religious truth which is more likely than ever tc 
be imperilled in the future. 

9. While, therefore, I speak the deepening conviction of m^ 
own mind for many years past, that the ceremonial movement i' 
one which, in the nature of things, must progress in the Church o 
England, I would take this opportunity of pointing out thre^ 
hindrances to its legitimate development. 

First. — The need of some well-known and definite standarc 
which could be appealed to as the maximum desired tojbe attained 
either as the permanent point, or as the stage to be rested at for i 
given period. 

It is the want of some fixity of character which deters man; 
from sharing in this movement, to which in principle they assent 
We need, no doubt, a Committee of Rites to prepare a mori 
explicit ceremoniaU for the Church of England; but it may b 
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doubted whether the time has quite arrived for giving such shape 
to conclusions which need first to be worked out by a tentative 
process ; especially where, as in our own case, the endeavour is to 
re-adapt an ancient, but to a great extent, neglected, ceremonial to 
an institution, which, meanwhile, in its character of an Established 
Chnrch, has practically attained a comprehensiveness probably 
much exceeding the limits which even in that character it was 
designed to embrace. 

Secondly. — The want of some more uniform and better under- 
stood principle of action among the restorers of ceremonial them- 
selves ; especially in the absence of that kind of public standard 
just mentioned. It is felt that the movement is of a too eclectic 
kind, and consequently is deficient in a quality which Englishmen 
value — ^that of steadiness, and so, as it is thought, of safety. The 
discussion of "Church Ceremonial/' at this Congress, will not 
have been without some value if it should lead to any well-devised 
and concerted plan as to this point. 

Thirdly. — ^There can be no doubt that with a very large propor- 
tion of not unsympathising and Catholic minded men, the absence 
of any recognition of the ceremonial movement by the Episcopate 
is a real hindrance to their more than passive share in its promo- 
tion. The fact of such want of Episcopal sanction must be 
r^etted j but it may be that it has furnished a truer test of an 
existing need ; while it must not be forgotten that in a movement 
which has been alleged to be of doubtful legality, it may well have 
heen felt by our Episcopal rulers that it was desirable to abstain 
from advising in a cause upon which they might each have to 
adjudicate. 

To some extent it may be hoped that this last hindrance is 
passing away, as from other causes, so in the recognition of a clear ^ 
principle, really aflfecting this subject, which has been just enun- 
ciated in the Pastoral of the United Anglican Episcopate ; for when 
the Bishops assembled at Lambeth exhort, in pious and loving; 
accents, the faithful. Priests, Deacons, and laity, to " Hold fast 
• • . the Pure worship and order which of God^s grace ye have 
Merited from the primitive Church," it at once sends back our 
thoughts to those primitive liturgies which the Revisers of 1661 
Were especially directed to *' consult ; " and it seems to say that 
the church ceremonial which they embody is no unfitting guide 
fi>r Us, in this nineteenth century, who are seeking to restore our 
lasted ceremonial heritage ; and that in following it humbly ,^ 
patiently, considerately, carefully, and charitably, our action may 
^t be otherwise than accordant with the prayer of that same 
*^ftstoral which supplicates God that we may *^ reach forth unto 
^^gher measures of love and zeal in worshipping Him." 
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ADDRESSES AND DISCUSSION. 

Mr. R. Bbett (of Stoke Newington), who wag received with greal cheering, Baid:- 
No subject more important thta that of Church Ceremonial has .been brought before 
this great Congress. For public worship being the chief duty, the highest privilege, 
the most exalted work in which redeemed men can engage, it becomes a question 
of the greatest moment to know how we can perform this, *' our bonnden duty and 
scr\'ioe/' most acceptably to Him to whom it is due, and so as to attain the end for 
which it was appointed. As my allotted time will not allow me to enter into the 
histcrical or theological aspect of the subject, I will simply state the general prin* 
ciples upon which 1 conceive Church Ceremonial rests. The dignity of a sovereign 
could not be long maintained without the forms and etiquette of conrts ; neither an 
the solemnity of public worship be sustained without a significant and imprewfe 
ceremonial to give form and expression to the devotion of the worshipperB. And .u 
no man would be called ridiculous or foolish who used the dress and observed Uie 
formalities of a court, because the sovereign sitting on the throne wiu the rep'redefita- 
tive of majesty from on high, — why should not the same rule be applicable in judging 
the clergy who adopt the dress and ceremonial of a more extended sovereignty than 
«ny on the earth— that of the Holy Catholic Church? Is it not fitting that in the 
one case, as well as the other, there should be a garb marking the officials for the 
woik in which they are specially engaged? For what is the Church but the viable 
kingdom of Christ, and her public services but the courts whither we go to offer oor 
homage to the King of kings ? The teaching of the natural world, as well as ike 
direct Revelation of God, inculcate the use and importance of symi>o]ism. ''All : 
nature," as a great philosopher has beautifully described it, ''is a song of praise on 
the Creator's omnipotence, composed in living imagery." Is not the whole esrth 
one vast symbolical temple, shadowing forth great mysteries, and making spiritoal 
realities almost palpable to the senses of the earnest and loving student? Man, its 
priest, stands, as it were, on the pinnacle of the universe, and, like the fiabled Atlas 
of old, bearing the heavens on his shoulders, unites the heavenly and the earthly in 
his own compound being. Hence the great nations of antiquity, whether guided by : 
the light of some primeval tradition, by the symbolical world around, or by the deep 
cravings and needs of our common humanity, have been led to clothe their religioas 
worship in a symbolical garb, and invest it with a ceremonial designed to imprest 
the minds of its votaries. So, when God in His infinite compassion would lift np 
man from the abyss into which he had fallen, and draw him into communion with 
Himself, He set up His Church, and appointed a minute, gorgeous, and highly 
symbolical ceremonial, in which beauty of form and colour, rich and costly materials, 
ravishing harmony, sweet smelling incense, and whatever could quicken tJie imaginar 
tion, kindle the affections, and delight the senses, were all inlisted into His serriee, 
to do Him honour, and al^o to elevate, purify, and educate fallen man, and bring him 
back into communion with his Maker. Time will not permit me to speak of that 
wondrous system of types and figures which shadowed forth the coming of the Great 
Deliverer — or I could show that although much is abolished, some is yet retained!^ 
the Christian Church. (Cheers). But there are certain fundamental principles o^ 
worship which must abide so long as man continues what he is, and stands inth^ 
same relations to his Maker. 1 would refer to that remarkable example of ferrei:^^ 
and impressive worship given in 2 Chroh. y. as a pattern for all generations. ■ It ▼fl'*^ 
on the occasion of bringing up the ark of God into Solomon's Temple, when 2*^ 
LevitcR, skilful in music and in song, with 120 priests sounding tmmpets, stood nfl^ 
the altar, the former "arrayed in white linen," the latter in tiieir special garment^ 
And they sent up their instruments and voices as one man, and as the fiill' flood (^ 
harmony burst from that magnificent choir, the glory of the Lord came down an^ 
filled His house, thereby testifying to all generations His approval of such worahij^ 
The holy Catholic Church, guided by the indwelling Spirit of God, has framed he-^ 
ritual after this divine pattern given in Holy Writ, and in all ages, and among al 
nations, has adopted a dignified, solemn, and symbolical ritual as the most fitting 
mode of doing honour to her Lord and King, as becoming His greatness and majesty::^^ 
and best calculated to evoke and concentrate the worship of her children, as well as tC^ 
express the adoring love of the faithful. And I maintain that the Church of England^ 
so far from having abolished the old ceremonial, has retained the same principle in^ 
the reconstruction of her public Offices. Her Morning Prayer, taken chiefly from the^ 
■ancient offices of Matins and Lands is especially a service of praise which can only^ 
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} properly ezpreflaed in choral worship. The great choral gatherings, now happily 
3 common, are bringing out the fulness and beauty of these offices, and giving men 
nier ideas of worship. Public worship being the mutual, united homage of the body 
>f the baptized, the training of regenerate sonls for the heavenly worship of which it 
B the reflex, it requires a more or less elaborate ceremonial to direct, fix, and unite 
ihe devotions of all, and to prevent it degenerating into a cold and lifeless service. 
^e do not go to church to say our private prayers, but to join in one common act of 
objective worship. As in heaven seraph cries to seraph, and host to host, until the 
rountless myriads are blended into one unisonous outburst of adoring rapture, 
ascribing glory to the Lamb, so in the Church on earth choir answers choir, the 
mnltitnde of the people take up the strain, and Psalms, Doxologies, and Canticles 
follov in quick succession, until the united, concentrated worship of the body of 
Christ ascends like a cloud of incense to His footstool, echoing the worship of the 
angels, and giving glory to Him who has redeemed us by His blood. Ought we not 
to employ all that is beautiful, g^and, and solemn in the performance of a duty so 
exalted and blessed, filling our hearts with adoring love] Grand, impressive, and 
sonl-Btirring as such service is, is it but the prelude to, and preparation for, that great 
Bopreme act of worship, the Holy Eucharist — that mystery of mysteries in which the 
Church shows forth the death and passion of her Lord, and pleads His all-prevailing 
sacrifice. In celebrating this high service, the Church, in all ages and among every 
tongue and people, has used special garments for the priest, more beautiful and 
dignified than fox any other service. Every garment and ceremony was made to 
Bii«ak of Christ, and to impress His death and passion upon the minds and hearts of 
her people. A previous speaker has said that the Church of England has no altar. 
Ko¥, I would ask, was there ever a religion on the face of the earth without an alt-ar I 
(Cheers.) Does not St. Paul say, " We have an altar?" It had also been said that 
the Church of England did not appeal to the senses by her ritual, but had appointed 
a simple ceremonial. I do not believe that she has so mis-read humanity, or mis- 
nnderstood the nature of man, as to have meant to put aside that which could 
inflnenoe his complex being. The Church has a great work to do, but she is so 
narrow, stiff, and straightlaced, that thousands of people are separated from her 
communion who might be won. (Loud cheers.) She wants life and expansiveness, 
l^t the Spirit of God that is within her may go forth and fructify, and reach all 
eUsaes of the people. If Dissent has gathered in its tens of thousands, it is because 
it met a want of human nature. Why did not the Church meet that want 1 I would 
appeal to our right rev. fathers and say we want to have services of all kinds, the 
simplest to meet the cases of the most ignorant, and not to curtail our ritual, but to 
expand it, and have grand and imposing services for those who need them. We are 
^ed to go back to ** the accustomed use " — a use which I am old enough to have 
^nown, and which emptied our churches, dishonoured God, and destroyed the souls of 
'oen, driving lens of thousands either into Dissenter utter indifference to all religion, 
^ that it required all the fiery zeal of the Wesleys and W bitfields, the Yenns and the 
^Jieonf^ to awaken the dormant Church to penitence and life. We are reaping the 
'Qitg of their labours, and shall we destroy the work they have done, and lapse back 
p^nl No ; what we want are services of all kinds, simple ones to meet the lowest 
'^ases, and more ornate and highest ritual for those who need it. Let us unite heart 
'^cl soul to make the services of our Church what they should be, that such a song of 
(^^iae may ascend from her to the throne of God, that all people would look to her, 
J^^ that she should bo the honoured instrument in bringing about the reunion of 
■Ulstradom. (Loud cheers.) 

]!c'T. T. D. BflJuiikBn (Rector of Walcot, Bath). — I am sure, my lord, we all feel a 
^inmon anxiety in dealing with a subject so practical, pressing, and serious. Many 
^«rtioiia have been suggested which must be settled by decisions , of law, or by 
^^msels of prudence or charity. But there is one which is prior to them all, and 
^ch is vaxa» prcfMirlj a subject for public opinion, and therefore fr>r this Congress. 
O thifl only I shall aadreas myself. Is it to be desired that the Church of England 
tonld adopt a distinctly higher ceremonial than that she has had hitherto 1 We 
^ all aeiwible by this time, that the thing proposed to us is not the fuller or more 
^nenl canying out of our traditional system, but the introduction of a body of new 
ktiares hitherto supposed to be foreign. There are two systems before us. It is 
ll^ged that one was allowed ; it is certain that the other has prevailed. To pass from 
He to the other would be a practical and visible revolution. I submit that any strong 
bange in ceremonial is an evil, and pregnant with evils, and therefore not to be 
lade without great and pressing reasons. The continuity of ceremonial does not 
eally inyolve, but it represents to the common apprehension the continuity of the 
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Charch's life. It does not lie so close to it as does the continaitv of doctrine or the 
coniiouityof orders; bnt it has all the practical importance which belongB to tii&t 
which is upon the surface, which compels attention, and is always before tiie poblic 
eye. My friend may be the same man that he was ; but after a great change in his 
aspect and his adoption of foreign manners and a foreign dress, I scarcely feel as if 
he were so, and 1 most excuse those less intimately acquainted with him who &il to 
recognise him at all. I do not speak as an old Tory (if there be such a being left) 
who would have nothing changed ; but I remember the sore struggles of scropnloas 
yet holy consciences, through which our present ritual and yestments were seciued to 
our use ; I observe that different doctrinal tendencies have since found in them 
a common satisfaction and repose ; I see that our ceremonial has been felt to 
be, on the whole, a fair representation of the character of the English Church; and I 
am sure that any considerable change in it would be felt as a proof which no argu- 
ment could overpower, that an equally considerable change had taken place in that 
characteristic itself. A compact would seem to have been broken, a settled under- 
standing to have ceased, and the members of the Church, no longer feeling them- 
selves safe within the limits of traditional custom and recognised law, would be east 
upon all the agitations and miseries which attend the conflicts of individual taste, 
individual conscience, and individual will. And this state of things is demanded in 
the name of liberty. It is urged that liberty for an ornate and scenic ritual ought to 
be conceded to those whose devotional taste it suits; that though law should not force 
it on a reluctant clergyman, and a clergyman should not force it on a reluctant eon- 
gregation, there should be liberty to adopt it where the desire for it exists. Itsoundi 
well. As an advocate for representation of minorities, I like the sound of it myself; 
but in matters of public regulation we are bound to look forward with something of 
a legislative eye, and I see before me not shadows (as has just been said), but a cooise 
of inevitable events. What is a clergyman? Thank Qod he does not live forever; 
he comes and goes ; another takes his office, who will in turn use his liberty to change 
the ceremonial which he finds. What, again, is a congregation ] It is spoken of as 
if it were one man or one mind. It is an assembly of minds of various habit with 
equal rights ; but it may be with opposite wishes on the subject to be decided. Then 
the majority must decide. But how to get at the minority ! Ton must have pini- 
festations of opinion ; they will be asked for, made the most of, made the least of, 
manufactured, supposed — busy and managing people get their way. See what yoa 
have done. On a subject which all can understand and on which all can gcV hot- 
women as well as men — you have called into the field, you have stimuhK^ into 
action every principle of restlessness and antagonism. There will be the/ party of 
movement and the party of resistance; mutual watchfulness, canvassing, cabak, 
strategy which uses occasions and secures positions. But there is a power ito heal and 
to decide — the Bishop and his "godly monitions.** You, my lords, best know what these 
can do, when men are eager and think that they have legal liberty. No ! this scheme of 
liberty in the adoption of ceremonial, fair in its sound, must be ruin in its action-'I 
will not say threatening an ultimate disruption, but ensuring an immediate dislocauoE 
through the whole body of the Church. I submit, in the next place, that this change 
proposed is counter to the mind of our time and nation. It is scarcely allowed, on the 
other side, that such an objection can be entertained. The restoration of the vest- 
ments and ceremonial is spoken of as the recovery of a lost heritage, of an eternal 
possession and characteristic of the Church. These things were once— they ought to 
be for ever. But stay, we are not speaking of the thing which is done, but of the 
way in which it is done — the dress and manner of the Church. A man's dress and 
manner are not formed merely by his principles, but by external influences and 
accidental associations. The ancient ceremonial of the Church was the joint prodnet 
of its doctrines and its associations. We know as matter of history what those 
associations were— the gaudy grandeur of the decaying empire, the Intellectual 
childishness of the barbarian races, the idolatrous taste of lingering paganism. And 
is it to be contended that a style and manner, matured under such influences as thesp, 
mubt cleave to the Church for ever, and even where they have been deliberately laid 
aside must, at all hazards, be recovered ] The mind for which we have now to find 
expression has been formed under other influences. Take things upon the whole, and 
who will say that this is an age which naturally expresses itself in histrionic forms, 
prefers symbolism to plain speaking, or counts pageant a serious thing, or at leas^t 
that these are characteristics of the English mind ] Old forms are stUl associated 
with our serious life — the coronation of a sovereign, the pomp of an opening of 
Parliament, the judges' procesBion and trumpets. Great actions should have their 
tokens and make their formal claims to public reverence But a little is enough. 
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ow to business ; that must not be cumbered with any forms but such as protect its 
^itj and conduce to its end. It is the same with the public acts of worship. In 
eir buildings, garb, and order, they are separated from vulgar associations and claim 
e reverence which is their due. But if you should now bring back the elements of 
geantry and histrionic action, you would not in the present state of feeling augment 
•you would on the contrary impair — the sense of seriousness in acts of worship. 
>me would like it, not as assisting their converse with Qod, but with those lighter 
ilings with which they gaze upon a show. Most would not like it. Arrangements 
r effect, which may perhaps suit the French taste, are not natural with us. We 
uiage them badly, and feel for them a kind of repulsion and disdain. Beware how 
a introduce changes which may, in the end, encourage that lightness or provoke 
at disdain. Our present ritual is free from both dangers. Grave and dignified, its 
lin words and simple order leave spiritual acts to appear as spiritual, adding nothing 
dch can seem to be a substitute for worship in spirit and in truth. I would submit, 
the third place, that this change is counter to the spirit of the Qospel ; but I shall 
stopped in a moment. I will but say that it is not as taking a low view of the 
uacter and acts of the congregation that 1 plead against the change proposed. The 
igregation is not a mere assembly of individuals come to get good ; it is the body 
Christ, with His promised presence in the midst of it, and in living relation with 
B mediation in heaven ; we~ are in contact with heavenly things, and we fear lest 
:ihly things should overlay them, arresting the minds which have not reached them 
d jarring on the minds which have. Consider that the Gospel is the dispensation 
maturity as compared with the childhood of the law (so they are characterised in 
>ly Scripture), and see what is the spirit of each in regard to the matter before us. 
the one a vast and precise ceremonial, hints and adumbrations of thoughts which 
lid not be distinctly expressed, typical representations of truths rather suspected 
m beheld. They niake signs because they cannot speak. In the New Testament 
t a ceremonial direction, scarcely an intimation of ceremonial habit. The Church 
of full age, its thoughts are distinct, its affections conscious, its possessions certain. 
e have done with types and adumbrations of things. An elaborate scheme of 
stures— changing of garments, lighting of candles, swinging of incense, is scarcely 
e proper language for the Church adult and mature. Its language is the glorious 
ft of speech. ^* By Him let us offer the sacrifice of praise to God continually — the 
uit of our lips, confessing to His name." AVe are in presence of the manifcKtation 
the persomd Word of God, and the true response is the articulate word of man. 
The Bev. Wharton B. Marriott, of Eton, said : — I read some months since, in the 
iges of an eminent Roman Catholic writer, a statement upon a question of anti- 
urian interest, which, fully examined, will, I think, lead us to considerations of the 
reatest import to the whole question with which this meeting is occupied. He was 
waking (Bock's Hierurgia Anglicana, vol. i. p. 634) of a vestment which has been 
tore familiar to us of the English Church during the last two years than it had been 
tr long time before ; and he said that, for 1,000 years, this had been recognised in the 
^aidi as the distinctive garb of Christian priesthood. That statement, if by the 
^oreh we onderstand the Bomish Church, is, with certain reserves unimportant to 
ay present purpose in referring to it, a perfectly correct one. And it is one which, 
ptject again to some reserves, might he extended with truth to most of the distinctive 
*«rtiiref of Roman ritual, most of the distinctive dogmas of Roman belief. The ninth cen- 
^ly, in other words, is the period, to which we may trace the earliest embodiment, in 
Ay definite shape, of most that is specially characteristic of the Homish Church. And 
kihoosand years is no doubt a very ancient date of prescription. But the history of the 
^^Mstian Church, remember, extends, not through a thomfand years only, but through 
^gkteen centuries of past time. And, therefore, to say wjw of any formula of doctrine, 
>f any distinctive feature of ritual, of any special type of ministering drcFs, that it has 
>6eii recognised i>i the Church (meaning thereby the Church of Borne) for a thousand 
fean^ is but to say, in other words, that for the first 800 years of the Church's history, 
fiHn the time of the Apostles downwards, no such recognition had been given, no such 
'onav&i of doctrine hwim. And now, perhaps, the question will be asked, " Suppose 
lot it be as yon say — ^yet, even so, why should not the authority of 1,000 years which 
redaim, in matter of doetrine and of ritual, weigh as much as— nay, why not more 
ban— the 800 years of which yon speak 'i** To this I reply, that not for eight cen- 
iries, but for much letB,/or the first five centuries, may be claimed a higher authority 
r&r, than that of a!l those subsequent ages, during which the doctrine and the ritual 
' (he Boman Church have gradually b^n developed to what they now are, by suc- 
Bdve additions to primitive doctrine, by successive developments, correlative thereto, 
primitive ritual. The sixth, seventh, and eighth centuries constitute a period of 
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transition, from the primitiyc age of Catholic and Apostolic truth, to the mediseTalage 
of distinctly Roman Christianity. And if we pat aside for the present this period of 
transition, we may recognise at once a broad line of distinction between the Catholic 
Christianity of the first period, and the Roman Christianity of the third. For the first 
was an age in which, for priests and people, God's word was an open Book, which men 
could search into, did search into, in its original tongues, as it came from God by the 
hands of His Apostles and Prophets. But from an early stage even of the transition 
period, primitive learning became extinct, first in continental Europe, and not long 
after in the East also. And to the Etoman Church, of which now we are more par- 
ticularly speaking, the revealed Word of God was from that time forth aecesslble onlj 
through the medium of a most imperfect language, and of a yersion which, as I shall 
presently show, suggests conclusions diametrically opposed to Scripture itself, and tha^ 
too, upon important points of doctrine, immediately underlying this question ofBitoal 
which is now before un. 

But before I proceed further, let me say one word, by anticipation, in the nj 
of concession to those, against wl^e conclusions I am now arguing. Let me 
say, what only needs to be stated, to be accepted, I am sure, by all who hear me, 
that we have no right to assume as self-evident, that Roman ritual (and the doctrine 
therein implied) is, because Roman, false ritual ; even in those particulars in whiek 
it is most markedly distinguished from Anglican ritual We, as Anglicans, hare no 
wish, as we have no right, to claim for our own Church an infallibility, which we 
deny to the Roman Church. And, therefore, I am quite ready to concede to thoee 
who have adopted, or who desire to adopt, Roman ritual and ceremonial, and Bomin 
formuiro of doctrinal expression, that we have no right to take for granted, d prm, 
that, in drawing nearer to Rome than heretofore, they are not drawing nearer thin 
before to the truth. There are certain leading points of dogma^ on which, for the last 
three hundred years, our own Church has dif^red widely in doctrine, and therefore 
also in ritual, from the Church of Rome. But it may be (as some among us think,and 
as some also openly aver) that upon these very points the Church of Rome has beet 
much nearer to absolute truth than ourselres, if not actually in possession of it. 

I hare said that there is no d priori reason, in the nature of things, why this sbonla 
not be. But are there, I will now ask, any grounds of fact, connected witli the histoiy 
of the Church, which constitute the strongest possible presumption that upon thoae 
particular points (immediately underlying this question of ritual) in which our ova 
Church differs from that of Rome, the Church of England shall be right, and tie 
Church of Rome wrong ] Such grounds, I believe, there are, and they are tiiesa 

The two main questions upon which the two Churches have difiered, have been tW 
of the reverential affection on the one hand, or the worship on the other, to be rett* 
dered to the Mother of our Lord ; and, secondly, that of the nature of Christ's presenet 
to His people in the Holy Eucharist, and (as involved in this) the nature of ^ 
'* offering " which in that holy sacrament is made. 

Now, as regards these two questions (immediately underlying that further qoestij 
of ritual which is before us), the Scriptures of the New Testament^ in the origimU Gm 
make marked and most significant distinctions of expression, in reference to the oa^ 
and use a language clear, precise, dogmatic almost beyond example, with regard totli» 
other. And in respect of both these, the Latin language, a very imperfect one i» 
compared with the Greek, is incapable, in translation, of reproducing those distinction r 
incapable also of giving expression, with exactness and precision, to tho?e dogmajj* 
statements. And the Latin Vulgate, penned as it is in a language of itself imperfccjj 
is, in respect of the passages relating to these two subjects, not imperfect only,*** 
could hardly fail to be, but suggestive of conclusions diametrically opposed to thj 
of the original text. And, yet once more, this Latin Vulgate, thus gravely imperfw 
was from about the middle of the fifth century, up to the time of the Reformation) tw 
one and only portal through which the Roman Church had access to the " orad* 1 
of God." I 

Let us consider thepc points in their order. And first for the distinctions, of whlda i 
I spoke, in respect of the language employed concerning the Mother of our I^*^-. . 
The one text of Scripture to which Roman controversialists appeal, in confirmation « ' 
a doctrine which they are obliged to defend, mainly, upon other grounds, is that ia 
which is recorded the salutation of the angel — " Ave, gratia plena, Dominus tecum: 
Benedicta tu in mulieribus." (Luke i. 28.) Now, this expression, " gratia plena" "WV 
of grace," is precisely the same which is elsewhere employed of our blessed Lord.' 
*' The Word was made flesh, and dwelt among us, .... full of grace and truth." 
And in the one case as in the other they are suggestive (to one who reads them in thii 
form) of a person who is in his (or her) own nature full of this divine attribute ol 
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race ; of one who may be regarded as a treasure-house of grace, so to speak, to wldch 
ley who need may draw near, and, drawing near, may therefrom be fillefK But now, how 
Ands this in the original ? Of our Lord it is said that He was irXr|pr;s x^P^'^osy " ^"11 
r grace.** But the words of the salutation speak of one, upon whom grace has been 
istowed {K€xoptrwfi€VT)), and who now, by reason of such act of grace, is herself in a 
Ate of grace. A present result from a past act is the proper connotation, as Greek 
:holars well know, of the participle of the Greek prcesens perfectiim. And that past 
ct is plainly implied by the words which follow, cSpcs yAp x'^P^^ ^«P<=^ "^V ®«V» '* ^or 
^ou (didst find) hast found grace before God— i.e. hast attained favour in His 
ight/^ 
One instance only more, and one which has a very close bearing upon a subject 
itely brought into great prominence, among ourselves, by the language of .a recent 
)ecIaration, and by the defenders of the new ritual elsewhere. 

In the same Epistle in which we read (Heb. ix. 25) that Christ our High Priest 
ntered into the heavens, not in order that He shovXd often offer Himself (ohh* %va 
'oKKokXs vpoffip^pji iavT6y); in that i^pistle which dwells with repeated emphasis upon 
his, that He was Siva^ trpoa-evexOeUt once offered (and in past time) ; that He hath not 
leed daily to ofer^ as did the high priests under the Law, seeing that He did this once 
or all when He offered up FJimself {jovro yd^ kvoiiricrev t ^ctiro^ iavrhv olvevkyKas) : — in 
hat same Epistle, I say, there occurs in the original this further statement, to the 
ame effect, that He (Heb. x. 12), after He had offered one sacrifice for sins, for ever 
at down at the right hand of God. AiJt^s 8^ filau ^kp dfiapriuv vpocev^yKas OvaLav 
Is r6 ^i7iJ/€Kh 4K<i0i(r€v h Sc^lq, rov &€ov. Now, mark what we find in the Vulgate. In 
txaot accordance with the teaching of the Roman (church, and in exact opposition to 
hat of our own, is that which we there read— viz. that Christ sittethfor ever at the right 
uind of Chd, offering one sacrifice or " Host " for sins. Hie autem unam pro peccatis 
fferens hostiam in sempito'num sedet in dextera Dei. 

Could stronger proof than this be given, of that which I began by asserting, that in 
[Assages of Holy Scripture of the utmost importance to the determination of doctrine, 
the Language of the Vulgate is diametrically in opposition to that of the Greek 
Text] But I have said further, that this Latin Vulgate, thus gravely imperfect 
[partly from defects of its own, which might have been avoided, partly from 
inherent defects of the language in which it is written), was to the Rdman Church, 
from the fifth century to the period of the Reformation, the one exclusive source 
tiurough which the Roman Church had access to the Word of God, as revealed in the 
Scriptures of the New Testament. The truth is this, that from the time when, in 
the beginning of the fifth century, those great floods of barbarous invasion from the 
Horth swept over the face of Southern Europe, overwhelming, and well nigh destroying, 
the whole framework of the older civilization, primitive learning was all but extiu- 
goished (save for the Church would have been wholly so) in continental Europe, and 
the knowledge of Greek, more especially, died out in Italy before the close of that 
eentoiy, and with it all exact knowledge even of Latin itself. And it was in the sub- 
.•equent agefi, first of ignorance, and then of fearful corruption, which intervened 
Jmem the extinction of ancient learning and its revival (followed by the Reformation) 
ttat ^e doctrine and the ritual of the Roman Church were developed, by successive 
actions to the faith once delivered to the saints, by successive innovations, cor- 
ftiitiTe thereto, upon primitive and Catholic Ritual. 1 regret that time does not 
•Dow of my carrying my argument to its conclusion.^ 

Afdideaicon Dkkisok was received with loud cheers. He said : — Somehow or other 
I have had a very bad character given me for demolishing people. (Laughter.) I do 
not believe that I in the least deserve it ; but if it be true, it must be very satisfactory 
tome when people so far demolish themselves as to require no helping hand from me. 
(Benewed laughter.) Kow, Mr. Bernard said something about the law of liberty ; but 
Vhat followed ] He was obliged to give it up. (Cheers and laughter.) It was a very 
itnnge thiijg to hear an Englishman, standing on a platform and speaking to English 
people, say, '* Well, the law of liberty is a very good thing ; but it isn't in this case— 
flood laughter) — ^and I won't have any application of it to this case.** (Renewed laughter. ) 
The last speaker, I think, is a very bad logician, but a very good rhetorician, for he 
led 08 away from the question by introducing some confusion on the subject of 
Mariolatry and the doctrine of the Eucharist (Cheers ) I do not know what neces- 
sary connexion there is between the two, and I beg you to dbmiss all that about 
ibe Blessed Vii^n from your minds, and that other little bit about the Roman 

* A further statement of the above argument appeare*! in the Guardian newsiiajK-r, 
kjtober 16 and 23.— W. B. M. 

t2 
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Catholics. I am not going to take what any Roman Catholic has chosen to write 
about a thousand years. (Laughter.) Why, the rev. gentleman^s whole argument was 
pretty nearly built upon that, and I will leave you to say whether he has not sufficientlj 
demolished himself] (Cheers and cries of *' No, no I ") Now, being, as all men knot 
me to be, a very moderate, temperate, cautious man — (laughter) — ^I never hear of this 
ritual question without thinking of the formula of an eminent statesman now deceased, 
which ha^alway s made a great impression on my mind —I refer to Lord Melbourne whea 
Prime Minister. When a deputation went to him — as, no doubt, deputations nowgoand 
will continue to go to the present Prime Minister, both ritualistic and anti-ritoalistic 
deputations — (laughter) — after hearing what both had to say, he would reply, *' I had 
just the opposite thing said to me yesterday, and what I said to them I will now say 
to you, ' Why can't you leave it alone 1' " (Laughter and cheers.) I think there was 
more practical wisdom in those few words than in everything that has been said aboot 
ritualism for the last eighteen months. (Cheers.) I said it in Convocation, and 
I would say it to Lord Derby — I would say it to the Ritualistic Commission— I would 
say it to Parliament— I would say it to everybody, " Why can't you leave it alone!" 
(Loud cheers and laughter.) Mind, I am not a ritualistic in the ordinary acoeptatioi 
of the term. I use the surplice, but I try to do things decently and in order. Ihavi 
been taught ever since I was a boy the same doctrine of the Holy Eucharist, and I shall 
never teach any other. If anybody wants to know what thai doctrine is, he will find 
it in Appendix F, to the Ritual Report. (Cheers.) Mr. Bernard is not prepared tft 
apply the law of liberty to those who prefer ritual. I want it -to be applied equally t» 
those who do and those who do not want it. Ritual is only valuable as it is judged 
by those who use it to express doctrine, and you can't put doctrine down. (Load 
cheers.) No. Not all the Parliaments that ever lived ; not all the Parliaments that 
ever will live — not all the Bishops (I say it with reverence) — and not all the Ooffl- 
missions can put down doctrine ; and they had better not try. (L^ud cheers aad 
laughter.) There is, therefore, nothing to be gained in attempting to do so, bat 
everything to be lost. (Continued laughter and cheering.) But, turning from the 
excitement of speaking to God's Divine Book, he might read them a lesson from the 
fifth chapter of the Acts of the Apostles — " If this doctrine be of God ye cannot pot 
it down." (Cheers.) Leave it alone and see the result. Then for the sake of the bff 
of liberty and equal justice, I wish that the Commissioners when next summoDed 
would say, " No, thank you ; w^e would rather stay at home — (laughter and cheen)— 
we have made a great mess of it already." (Koars of laughter.) I speak in the 
presence of some of the Commissioners, and they will remember that they were 
commissioned to inquire into and report upon the things which they judged to be 
essential, whereas they have reported upon things which they say are not essential 
(Laughter.) They have, moreover, created an "aggrieved parishioner," a very horriUe 
creature — one of the most ghastly things I ever saw. (Cheers.) If, however, he iste 
come, let him come like Cerberus with his three heads on, and not, as in the Report^ 
with only one. A parishioner may be aggrieved by the use of ritual ; by its non-nse; 
and by disobedience to the law of the Church. I hope the Commissioners, whei 
they meet again, will explain what they mean. I hope they will also take the 
opportunity of rectifying that little mistake about what is " essential." I hope 
it will go forth from this room that we want to leave things alone ; that we do no* 
want any more reports, and that we won't have any legislation. (Loud and prolonged 
cheering.) 

Rev. C. J. Lk Geyt (of St. Matthias*, Stoke Newington) was received with loni 
cheers. He said : — I am sure this large assembly will agree with me when I say tbit i 
it is not easy to speak after Archdeacon Denison ; and, indeed, could I hope that the ' 
advice of the Archdeacon would be accepted and acted upon, I should desire to ^ 
not a word. But, as I cannot hope so much, I will, in the very few words which I 
shall venture to address to this vast assemblage, speak upon one point which I think 
is somewhat lost sight of at the present time : I mean the difficulty in which clergfi 
those who are especially concerned in the present ritual discussion, find themselyee 
placed. We hear a good deal just now of an *' aggrieved parishioner," but, as matters 
are going, there seems every probability of the creation of another individual, in the 
form of an "aggrieved priest." (Cheers.) I will, if you will permit me, employ th« 
few minutes I have to speak in, by setting before you, briefly, some few of these 
difficulties under which we clergy labour in the present state of things. I would veiy 
respectfully suggest to noble lords, prelates, and Royal Commissioners here present 
that we may have to appeal to them to help us out of these difficulties. Wo find on^ 
selves, then, already thrown into considerable difficulty by the present state of tbfl 
ritu&l question in regard of our people. First, there are a great many who feel, wi& 
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Archdeacon Hone, as he expressed himself at the beginning of his paper, that Holy 
Scripture expressly ordains a system of gorgeous and ornate ceremonial in religion ; 
but who do not feel with him, that all that system has been swept away. (Cheers.) 
There are many who do not think that the whole Church Catholic in continuing 
tiiat system was, for so many centuries, under a mistake, which the Reformation 
rectified, or that it is the peculiar office of the English Church thus to condemn the 
practice of the rest of Christendom. Now, when such persons, thoughtful and 
intelligent persons, holding these opinions, claim from us clergy the legitimate 
cinying out of such opinions, in a more ornate, if not gorgeous, system of ceremonial, 
tnd claim it as their right, what are we to sny to them 1 Are we to be restrained, at 
the will of a few ** aggrieved " parishioners, from giving to the many that which they, 
tt their lawful right, demand] Here is, indeed, a very great and real difficulty, for 

Sle do thus think and act, and the Ilitual question is far more a question of the 
than of the clergy. Again, there are many who do not think that the Prayer- 
does prohibit the use of this grander ceremonial, and I was surprised that 
•Archdeacon Hone referred, in his paper, to the Preface to the Prayer-book; fori think 
that upon examination that Preface is found rather to tell against, than for, the anti- 
ritualists: for there the compilers expressly say, " We are fully persuaded in our 
judgments (and we here profess it to the world) that the Book, as it stood before 
established by law, doth not contain in it anything contrary to the Word of God, or 
to sound doctrine, or which a godly man may not with a good conscience use and 
Bubmit unto, or which Is not fairly defensible against any that shall oppose the same 
if it be allowed just and favourable construction." So that, so far from condemning 
tod prohibiting reference to the Old Book, the compilers of our Prayer-book distinctly 
take the opposite course. There are, therefore, many who do not feel that the Prayer- 
book intended to do away with and prohibit all that had gone before under the former 
Books, except just so much as it expressly orders to be retained, but that, on the 
sontrary, its principle is to look back to "times past," and refer us to them for many 
»f the details of our worship. Now people know this, and how are they to be dealt 
^th 1 Again, Archdeacon Hone says that the mind of the Church of England is 
Igainst ornate ceremonial, but that some ceremonial there must be. What is to be 
the limit, then] Very many approve of a grand and solemn ritual, but not of that 
which is too gorgeous and ornate ; who is to decide what is to be esteemed too 
Koigeons and too ornate ] People's ideas will be found to differ widely on the point. 
Uis setting np a vague and indefinite standard, to which it is impossible to conform, 
vor example, one speaker condemned processions, along with ornate ritual, yet some 
pxoeesBions there must be ; but I suppose it is very probable that in the minds of 
■ome of the people of this very town, the procession of some three or four and twenty 
Biihops, through the streets to church on Tuesday morning last, to the opening 
■eivice, was an ornate and excessive ceremonial. Further, if it be ruled that every- 
tthig which the Prayer-book does not mention is condemned, considerable difficulty 
^U be experienced in getting on at all. I believe I am right in saying — but I speak 
ttnder correction — that the Judicial Committee of Privy Council, in the Knightsbridge 
Judgment, touched upon this difficulty ; I believe that they in the first instance ruled 
tSiatthe ornament rubric, about which so much discussion has now arisen, must bo 
taken to refer only to the first Prayer-book of Edward VI., and to things expressly 
ordered in it ; but it was pointed out to them that such a ruling would involve the 
prohibition of many things, eiiher indispensable or most difficult to dispense with, 
ttd against which nothing could be urged ; and I believe that they in consequence 
changed their decision, and ruled that all things under the first Book, were by that 
ftbric intended to be retained. I think were Archdeacon Hone to carry out his 
frinciple, of strict limitation to what is expressly ordered by the present Prayer-book, 
oe would find that it carried him too far, and that he would have some difficulty in 
performing the necessary services of his church at all. Then, again, some would set 
i»pthe standard of " moderation ; " but this does but add to our difficulties — for what 
fclhe standard of moderation] People's ideas of moderation will be very different, 
•ad there will be nothing certain, nothing definite. All we want, and all we ask for, 
fe toleration. If there be many, and doubtless there are many persons who can 
ieeept the Archdeacon's view of the abolition of all the grand and imposing 
eeremonial of Holy Scripture, there are many, and an increasing number, who 
cannot accept that position, nor can they believe that the practice of the whole 
Chnrch Catholic, for so many centuries, in this respect, was, as one speaker has 
Jeelared, mere childishness ; nor can they adopt Mr. Marriott's •' millenium " theory. 
Slow, what are we to say to, and what to do with, such persons] For them and for 
HirselTes we ask toleration, liberty to refer, for what the Prayer-book does not, and 
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was not meant to, tell us, to the old Books in use before, and to the first Prayer- 
book, at least until such time as some definite standard is g^ven to us which we can 
accept. 1 ask this great assembly seriously to consider these difficulties, in which, 
from the present aspect of matters, we seem likely to be placed. Above all, I wodd 
earnestly and respectfully entreat the Kitual Commissioners not to refer us to the 
htaudard of popular will : they will find that they are raising up a power which it 
will not be so easy to suppress. I could tell of the result, in my own parish, of the 
reference already made to popular will— ("Tell us,*' "Tell us*'); portions of my evidence 
before the Commission have been published and placarded about, italicised, interlined, 
and commented upon, and the determination announced to teach me a different stoiy; 
and then, Sunday after Sunday, uproar and disturbance, the services carried on a£d 
defended from interruption with difficulty, street rioting; and, on Sunday last, Ur. 
Brett the churchwarden's shattered windows, — these are the results of the rousing of 
popular will. Such are a few of the difficulties to which I alluded at the beginning, 
and which are likely to multiply upon us. I plead before this great meeting for 
toleration, and that according to the plea set forth by Dr. Pusey at a great meeting 
last year in London, *• the same toleration only, for reverence, that has for so many 
years been accorded to irreverence." (Loud cheers.) 

The Rev. W. Walsdam How. — My Lord, I stand up to express one conviction which 
I hold very strongly. It is this— that the strength and backbone of the Church of 
England lie in that very large party (if " party " that can bo called, which eschews and 
repudiates all party namel and party practices) — that very large party (foi I mmim 
the word, having no better) which has learnt many things from the great Church 
movement which has burnt its mark ineffaceably upon the history of this generation; 
but which is startled, and to some extent repelled, by the rapid and excessive develop- 
ment of that movement, which is marking, perhaps no less inefiaceably, the present 
moment. This large party has been trained in a system which they-find rudeW 
questioned and shaken by some in these days. They have learnt to love the Chora 
of England as they have learnt to know her. They have learnt to love the Prayer- 
book as they have seen it interpreted by wise and loving hearts for many years {MsL 
They are now asked to unlearn many old things, and to learn many new. I sA 
that this party has gained much from the great advance in Church doctrine bbA 
practice of the present age ; and they gladly acknowledge the debt They hiH: 
gained a clearer and firmer grasp of some very precious truths. They have gained 
the love of higher and more beautiful services, and of the musical offering of praise ia 
choral worship. They rejoice in hearty congregational services. They love hynm, 
heart-stirring and affecting, like Neale's and Faber's— hymns which can, and d^ 
draw tears from eyes unused to weep. They hate all slovenliness and coldness and 
dryness. They are thankful to have escaped from the old reign of dry dignified 
proprieties. They seek, and I hope they attain to, life and warmth and love in their 
worship. They aim at short, stirring, and, where possible, extempore preaching 
They accept without grudging much that will render their services attractive to tin 
indifferent and elevating to the devout. They decorate their churches, and are not 
ashamed of the blessed symbol of our salvation. (Loud cheers.) Above all, th^ 
are continually multiplying the opportunities of daily prayer in their churche*- 
continually making more and more frequent the celebrations — especially the eai^ 
celebrations — of the Holy Communion. (Cheers.) They are learning — and thatf 
those who teach them for the lesson — more and more to set forth that as the great •» 
of worship in the Church of Christ. (Loud cheers.) But fellow Churchmen, whatij 
£aid of us ] We are behind the age ; weak, timid compromisers; .sadly in the di* 
and needing much enlightenment. Nay, we are even stigmatised as ** Anglicans I 
Horrible imputation ! A little while ago, when men wanted to call bad names, thji 
used the word "Protestant :" now it seems " Anglican" is to become the termjM 
reproach. And why are we called such bad. names] Why, because we will M'W, 
adopt a ceremonial which we believe to be neither required by obedience to thetaj*^ 
of the Church nor edifying to our people. (Loud cheers.) Now, we don't wantj^ 
abridge any man's lawful liberty; though we do think such liberty ought tor 
self-abridged by obedience to authority. (Renewed cheering.) We shrink ^ 
horror from persecution, moral as well as physical. But we do claim this foronrw 
without judging others; we do claim our position as faithful, honest exponents of ■ 
Church's mind and practice. Doctrine has been most wisely excluded ftoffl • 
discussions, and 1 hope I shall not transgress this wise rule if I say, what indeeditjj 
impossible not to say — namely, that we know very well this is no question of *^ 
ceremonial. If it were, neither ritualists nor anti-ritualists would attach to it * 
importance they do. Doctrine does underlie the whole question. And I hon< 
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it many with whom I should agree shrink from this new (or, if I may not say 
this unusual) ceremonial partly hecause they shrink from a certain definite- 
loccUisottion which characterise the doctrine sought to be expressed by very 
d ritual. (Cheers.) Let me not be supposed to doubt the zeal, or devotion, 
rity of those who hold such doctrine and use such ritual. I know well, and 
I honour, some among them ; but yet I must protest with all the energy at my 
id against the tone of somewhat scornful superiority with which the " mere 
n " is sometimes spoken of as a sort of minimist, holding but a small portion 
>lic truth. Why, I heard the other day a Bishop (Rochester), lowest indeed on 
3h, but not lowest, 1 think, in the hearts and in the honour of the land, spoken 
gly of as a " mere Anglican." Well, one thing I know — that none of his old 
(and I thank God I am one) have any ambition to be other than he. (Loud 
I protest, too, against the exclusive assumption of Catholicity by one party : 
being supposed unfaithful, and twitted as uncatholic, because I will neither 
r enact the shibboleth of any party. My lord, we love the name ** Catholic," and 
je to narrow it to a party watchword. We have long said to Rome, " You 
t have exclusive possession of this title ;" we now say the same to others. 
I the doctrine of the Church as we love nothing else, believing it to be " the 
I it is in Jesus :" we refuse to narrow it to mean Church doctrine as set forth 
•articular development, and in one peculiar phraseology. We desire to treat 
7, and in a spirit of brotherly love, those with whom we find ourselves unable 
in many things. And we desire to remain, what we hope we are now, plain, 
honest members of our ancient and purified, and therefore dearly beloved, 
of England. (Loud cheers.) 

Rev. Dr. Littlbdalb (who was loudly cheered) said : — I shall be obliged to 
it on some expressions which have fallen from the previous speakers, before 
) the very brief practical remarks to which I should havejconfined myself, had 
}d to be called on earlier in the discussion. And first, I desire to record my 
concurrence with Mr. Bernard's remark that nothing short of a very grave 
Y could justify any important change in the ceremonial of the Church. But at 
ment, out of the 20,000,000 of population in England and Wales, 5,000,000 
10 place of worship whatsoever, and at least 6,000,000 attend services which 
those of the Church of England. If such a state of things does not constitute 
necessity, I hardly know what can. In the next place, Mr. Marriott, in a 
and ingenious speech, had argued from a pa<)sage in a Roman Catholic writer, 
a particular vestment had been worn in the Church for the last thousand 
must have been unknown for the previous eight hundred. Unfortunately for 
ory, there is at this very time exhibited, in the Ecclesiastical Art Exhibition in 
ton-street, a fragment of one of those glass vessels adorned with engravings in 
ich TertuUian describes as used by the early Christians. On this is depicted 
vested in just such a chasuble as may be seen now in ritualistic churches. 
iss cannot be later in date than the fourth century, because the art of 
ng it in this way was lost in the fifth, and thus Mr. Marriott must needs go 
e hundred years earlier thant he date he had fixed. (Cheers.) As to Arch- 
Hone, he has laid down on the one hand that all Judaic ceremonial was 
d by the Gospel, and on the other that it is contrary to the law of the Church 
md. I am exonerated from the task of replying to the first of these argu- 
>ecause it has been torn to shreds by one of the most distinguished visitors to 
Anglican Synod, the presiding Bishop of the Church of the United States. 
) As to the second part of the argument, if it be true, it is not a little 
that the gentlemen who are ranged on Archdeacon Hone's side are trying to 
law changed. (Loud cheers.) I have myself studied the law of the Church 
subject with great attention, and have come to conclusions diametrically 
to Archdeacon Hone's. These conclusions I have summarised in four pages, 
ive got copies of them in my pocket, which T shall be happy to give to any 
asks me for them when I sit down. The Dean of Norwich, in his admirable 
-(cheers) — ^has expressed his deep thankfulness for the wonderful change and 
ment in our public worship effected during the last twenty-five years, and has 
i that it was the work of the very school which was now urging on ritual, 
sham How has used similar language. But they have omitted two important 
Tirst, that every step in that reform was won against exactly the same storm 
iny and opposition which is now directed against vestments. (Cheers.) The 
Ige Camden Society was denounced the moment it attacked practical abuses. 
)lice riots are fresh in every one's remembrance ; and choral services, which 
much graver innovation than vestments, because at first they took the 
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reepoDftcfl away from the mass of the congregation, whereas a man is not pn 
affected by the drei»8 of his minister — (" No, no," and cheers) — were bitterly ( 
Tlie vestment movement is merely the logical and natural sequence of the 
reforms, and it is carried on by the same party — nay, in a great degree by t 
individuals who achieved them. As it in thus conceded that the former op 
was wrong, that the Ritualists were right in every step they had taken up to 
one— (loud cries of "No, no," and counter-cheers)— nay, I am merely quo 
Qoulbum — why not trust us a step further] (Loud cheers.) It may be that 
perhaps see later that the present opposition, like the past one, is a mistake 
now proceed to the brief practical remarks I have to make. I have had mu 
course with Dissenters, and have admitted many of them into communion 
Church of England ; and I have always found that they come for the sake 
doctrines and practices which are least like those of the party in the Church 
nearest to Diiisent. I have the authority of one of the most eminently 
ministers of the most educated of the sects for saying that Dissent has been 
declining for the last twenty-five years, since the Tractarians have been 
(Laughter, cheers, and *'No, no.") On the other hand, in the Church of 
where there is no ritual, numbers of the country gentlemen, and other fai 
great respectabilitv, are going over in shoals to the Plymouth Brethren, 
there is no difference, for all practical purposes, between them' and the 
(" No, no," and cheers.) I hear cries of " No, no," but I am speaking 
within my personal knowledge. Finally, I would merely say what the 
of Capetown said with reference to the Colonial Church, '^ All we ask is t 
alone." (Cheers.) 

The Rev. B. A. Hilltard (Norwich). — There is one witness that has not yet i 
either before this Congress or before the Commission, which has sat to examine 
subject. It is a vast body of Christians with whom many of us are little acq 
but it is a witness who, for reasons I will endeavour to state, is likely to 
valuable one. It is the Greek Church. (Cheers.) It must not be forgotten t 
Church differs very materially from the Church of Home, even with regard 
inserted in our common Creed ; and that it is not at present in communion y 
Church of England, though we hope that that may come. (Cheers.) It is a 
of great antiquity — it is one entitled to respect — one whom you cannot cha 
crimes against us in days gone by — one with whom we have never been brou 
collision either in the matter of persecution, or of any other act in the past 1 
one looks back with shame. But this Church, venerable for her position, 
antiquity, for her holiness, from the society she has reared, and from her grj 
Catholic truth — this Greek Church, like the Church of Rome, and like the Ei 
party, is a ceremonial church. (Cheers.) The Greek Church has no doc 
transubstantiation to cram down our throats, but she has Eucharistic vesti 
which she inculcates upon her people reverence for the mystery that is ther 
tained. (Cheers.) It is to be remembered, as one of the former speakers has ( 
question the accuracy of. the Vulgate translation, that we are not concerne 
Church of Rome's teaching ; but we ask you to explain how it is that an un 
branch of the Church Catholic, which retains in a very great degree her 
Bcripturalness and her ancient practice, should also have a distinct vestment 
celebration of the Holy Communion 1 (Cheers.) I pass on to another point. 
it, if ceremonial is subservient to doctrinal error — if it is subservieut to c 
regarded as untrue by the Church of England and in accordance with thos 
Church of Rome— how is it that the bitterest hatred of the Church of '. 
poured on the heads of the Ritualistic party] (Loud cheers.) Again, how 1 
of all those who are bitter against those who are called Ritualists, the Dissei 
the most bitter; except it is that they feel we are winning from them their 
(" No, no," and cheer?)— except it is that they see we are increasing the efficien' 
Church by infusing into her the reality which she had never possessed before. < 
They know that the secret of their own existence lay in the warmth, the ferv 
the enthusiasm which they once exhibited; and therefore, when Churchn 
introduce vestments show that they can make the church attractive, the D 
rise and protest against them ** in the name of our common Protestautis 
fact, the leaders of the opposition are schismatic communities and editors of 
ing papers. (Cheers.) I claim, then, a large branch of the Catholic Churc 
side ; I point also to the dislike of Dissent on the one hand, and to the d 
Rome on the other, and I say tliat the conclusion ought to be that at least we 
a hearing and a fair trial. (Loud cheers.) We sec that the Church of England 
gone by baa been in a large degree a failure, and that the system which has fo 
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prevailed, the syetem of simplicity, has not Bucceeded in establishing any hold upon 
the great mass of the lower and middle classes. (Loud cheers.) It is all very well 
for you educated people who can sit at home and read treatises on various doctrines, 
and who with your powers of thought can grasp spiritual things in a spiritual 
manner— it is all very well for you to talk about legislation for the poor, but I tell 
you that those who know the poor know how they value ritual and how they love it. 
(Loud cheers.) 1 can speak from practical experience upon this matter; and I can 
Bay that in my own case, an empty church has been filled by the adoption of ritual, 
and filled, too, with the poor. (Cheers.) There was no appeal made by the higher 
classes of society in the city of Norwich ; but the appeal was made entirely by the 
poor, and it was responded to in large numbers. When prejudices were once laid 
aside, when a fair field and a fair hearing was granted, when argument and reason 
were relied upon, instead of hard names which it was difiicult to substantiate, the 

D)le soon learned to love what they had once hated and feared. (Cheers.) Then my 
, and you members of the laity, I do ask with all earnestness that you will give 
TO liberty — liberty to that party in the Church who have, as we all know, taken 
specially under their care the poor and uneducated. (Loud cheers, and cries of 
"No, no.") Well, I leave that point. I will only ask you not to be like Othello. 
Bo not come to us with kisses and fair words, afterwards smother us with charges of 
unfaithfulness, and in the end find, too late, that we were true at heart and loved 
you. (Loud cheers.) 

The Dean op Chester begged to be permitted to make a few general remarks on 
the aspect which this debate might wear out of doors. The only point of detail to 
which he would refer arose out of a remark which had fallen from one speaker, to this 
effect, that Mr. Marriott's allusion to the Greek and Latin languages, in their bearing 
oa the worship of the Blessed Virgin, was irrelevant to the subject under discussion. 
It was directly relevant, the Dean contended, to such a point of detail as the use of 
incense in the Magnificat ("No, no," and cheers), and there were distinguished 
wholars on the platform who knew very well that such questions of Greek aud Latin 
really lay at the root of the whole subject. Bat the observations which he wished to 

. make were of a general kind. He regretted very much the absence from this 
Congress of so many among the recognised leaders of the Evangelical body. — 
(Abohdbacok Dsnison — '*Have they anyV Cheers and laughter.)— They would 
we contributed much to a debate like this ; and he thought they acted very 
unwisely in declining to exercise their fair share of influence over these important 
JMetings. On these occasions they had many demonstrations of considerable 
▼ivacity, and he should be sorry to see it otherwise. But still he was convinced 

■ |t was a fact, and he thought it ought to go out through the press to the public as a 
'. «ct, that these demonstrations did not represent the solid, calm, grave judgment of 

. fte great majority even of those then assembled in that hall. (" Oh, oh," and cheers.) 
•And now to come to a more serious point. In regard to this movement for a novel 
•nd ornate ritual, it was of great importance not to be misled by appearances, and 
whatever might be the case in particular congregations, he was convinced that it was 
tending to develop one of the most serious evils of our time— namely, separation in 
feeling between the clergy and laity. (" No, no.") He said this advisedly. A great 
flisconragement had come over the minds of English Churchmen in consequence of 

, questions raised by this movement : and the reason why it was viewed with so much 
repngnance was this, that it was instinctively felt that the ultimate result to which it 
tended was not primitive Catholic truth, but modern continental Romanism ; and 
Jjodern continental Romanism the English people were not prepared to accept. 
(Loud cheers, and cries of " No, no.") Another general remark he desired to offer in 
'^d to the discussion was this. Such debates were too often conducted on the 
Principle of making much of the Roman Church and much of the Greek Church, but 
JJ.ignoring the English Nonconformists. There seemed to him a great unreality in 
wis. He attached full importance to continuity of ministry in the Church of England, 
•swell as continuity of doctrine : he most heartily desired reunion on true principles; 
•Jdhe was not altogether unacquainted with the Greek Church. He had travelled 
through the villages of the Morea, had attended religious services and joined in 
^ligioDs conversations among the modem Greeks there, and he held it to be most 
^real to talk as if there were a better apprehension of spiritual Christianity in an 
average Greek than in an average Wesleyan or Baptist. He must conclude by protest- 
ing against what had been said, not in an unkind spirit, but very inaccurately, by a 
previous speaker, that the movers for advanced ritual had a monopoly of the care of 
the aneducated and the poor. (Cheers.) 
The Rev. C. F. Lowder, Incumbent of St. Peter's, London Docks, who was received 
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with loud cheers said :— I wish to bring yon all back to first principles. We have heard 
a great deal about the argument from popularity, about abstract principles, about the 
law, and about the principles of the Church of England ; but I hope the Dean of Chester 
will allow me now to stand forward as representing a principle acknowledged by all 
Evangelical Christians, namely, the authority of the Bible. And here I must join issue 
with Archdeacon Hone, when he stated that the ceremonies of the Jewish Church 
were abolished. I want to know how that can be abolished which Moses received 
from Almighty God as a pattern of the heavenly worship 1 (Cheers.) We know that 
when Almighty God brought His people out of Egypt, they had scarcely been fifty 
days in the wilderness before He called Moses up to Him, opened heaven itself to his 
eyes, and that when Moses had seen the ritual and the worship of Almighty God 
which was continually going on in the celestial courts, he was commanded to imitate 
what he had seen ; for God said, '* See that thou do all things after the pattern which 
thou hast seen in the Mount." Accordingly, he came down and formed the Tabernacle, 
and the first thing he did was to call on the people to bring their offerings for the 
purpose. They were to bring their gold, and their silver, and their precious stones, 
and their rich and costly garments, in order that they might make the Tabernacle 
beautiful. The Tabernacle was the first pattern and type that we have of the worship 
of heaven. AVe all know what it was, and what were its arrangements. There was 
the Holy of Holies, there was the holy place, there were the priests and the Levites^ 
each in their special garments ; there was the constant round of services, the morning 
and evening sacrifice, the weekly Sabbath, the yearly feasts, and the great Day o: 
Atonement. And this was the pattern of what Moses had seen in the Mount— of the 
worship which the holy angels offered before the throne of God. (Cheers.) But aftei 
this the Temple was built, and in it was perpetuated the same woi-ship, though in stil 
greater beauty and glory. What the Tabernacle had done temporarily, the Tempb 
now did in its permanent arrangements ; it set before the Jews and before the neigb 
bouring nations who flocked together to see it. the pattern of what Moses had seen li 
tbe Mount — the worship which Almighty God had commanded to be offered t 
Himself. I ask you, was that worship to be done away ? Was it not the worship ii 
which our blessed Lord Himself and His disciples joined when He was at Jerasalem 
and when He poured upon His disciples the Holy Spirit, did it not cause them t 
continue with one accord in the Temple 1 And then, as if the providence of Go 
would, even after the destruction of the Temple, continue on earth the same patter 
of the heavenly ritual, our Lord took St. John Himself, His beloved Apostle, to tb 
Isle of Patmos, and renewed to him the vision which had of old time been showed i 
IMoses. We have, in the book of the Bevelation, the counterpart of the ceremonies whic 
are prescribed in Exodus and Leviticus. We have, in fact, the same eternal pattern s< 
before us. What St. John saw was exactly what Moses had seen, only that, wherei 
there were formerly but earthly sacrifices, there is now " the Lamb slain from it 
foundation of the world." There are now the four beasts, the four-and-twenty elder 
and the angels worshipping in the presence of God. Then there is the incense goiu 
up with the prayers of the saints ; there are songs, and alleluias, and anthems, aB 
angels with their harps. Such is the worship which is now going on in the courts 
heaven ; such the worship in which we hope one day, by the grace of God, to joii 
such the worship which is the eternal pattern of all. Christian worship on earth, ai 
the nearer we can approach to it, the more perfect the homage which we pay to o' 
Almighty King. (Cheers.) My dear brethren, I ask you is it possible that tb 
pattern which Moses saw in the Mount was intended to be done away? Would G< 
have given us that pattern if He had intended it to be thrown aside the moment ni< 
began to understand its meaning % The Catholic Church does not believe so. Tl 
Catholic Church, and especially the Eastern Church, has continued exactly the sai^ 
type of worship as has been revealed to us. The Eastern Church, the most co' 
servative of all Christian bodies, has followed exactly the pattern showed first 
Moses and then to St. John. If we go into an Oriental Church, we shall fii 
the Holy of Holies apsidai in its form, and for greater mystery screened from t> 
common gaze, while in the West our Gothic Churches preserve the same general fori 
In these days, when God is reviving a religious spirit in our midst, when, under F3 
guidance, we are restoring our churches and beautifying our sacred buildings, ^ 
cannot do wrong if we apply the same principle to the services for which the 
buildings were constructed. Our choral services, our Eucharistic worship, our vei 
ments, which have been handed down to us from the first ages, the incense going t 
with our prayers ; we may hope that with all these things we may also have the realii 
which they express. We desire that our services may be marked with heartiness ar 
life ; and, without wishing to offend any one, we desire that we may be allowed 
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enjoy the ritual of the Church. "We do not wish to amuse ourselves, but we wish to 
draw others to the truth ; and we doubt not that in the end we shall be taught which 
is the best and highest form of worship. (Loud cheers.) 

Eabl Nelsjn. — I ventured to send in my card because it was thought that more 
laymen should address you ; and [ understood that many of those upon the platform 
were connected with the Ritual Commission, and therefore that it was thought better 
iliat they should not express their opinions upon this subject. I am one of those, I 
confess, who regret the introduction of vestments as injudicious, as creating stumbling- 
blocks, and as having been introduced against Church order. (Cheers.) I believe 
that those who have introduced them ought to have waited patiently till public opinion 
was ripe, and till the leave of the Ordinary could have been obtained. There is some- 
thing in my own constitution which leads me to dread innovations of this kind ; but 
don't let us be carried away by our feelings, so as to permit the liberty and freedom in 
the Church of England which is allowed us by law and under the Prayer-book to be 
in any way derogated from. (Cheers.) And why do I say this ? I look round upon 
our statistics ; those who are acquainted with our great cities tell us — the press is 
everywhere urging upon us — that there is infidelity amongst our ignorant masses, and 
that there is infidelity amongst our intellectual men. I say that the Church wantR 
tireedom to deal with this state of things. Let us not, therefore, try to bind the chain 
tighter, but let us see how we can best deal with the masses of our fellow-Englishmen 
vho need instruction in the way of righteousness. (Cheers.) It is said that our 
nation wishes for simplicity, and that a love of grandeur is the fruit of pagan corrup- 
tions. But I believe that the true reason of the movement is because we have advanced 
in knowledge and education. We see it in our churches, in our Dissenting chapels^ 
in our houses — in everything we are becoming more aesthetic in style. (Cheers.) 
Don't let us, therefore, because we are afraid of what certain things may tend to, shut 
ourselves off from the opportunity which our Prayer-book has given us of making 
alterations to meet our altered state of feelings. (Cheers.) Do not let us commit 
again the great mistake which was committed with respect to Wesley; for, though 
I don't think Mr. Hillyard meant to say that the extreme rituilists were the only 
party who were labouring for the poor, there is no doubt they have done a great deal 
amongst the masses of the people. (Loud cheers.) Do not, therefore, let us, when 
they are attempting in their way to do what Wesley attempted in his way, adopt such 
a policy towards them as may have the effect, not of winning the people, but of 
creating another schism. (Cheers.) 1 would say to you what a relative of mine said 
just before the battle of the Nile. (Loud cheers.) Two of his officers, who had 
<loarrelled, came to him, and wished to call each other out. Turning from them, and 
pointing in the direction of the enemy's ships, which could just be seen in the dark- 
ening twilight, he said, "Gentlemen, there is the enemy; shake hands." (Cheers.) 
So I would say to these two great parties in the Church, "Shake hands." (Loud 
cheers.) I believe there is one way in which they might shake hands, and I will tell 
you what it is. We must not 830%: any ex post facto legislation, because that is un- 
'Jnglish; but I do think we should try to get a definition of the law. (Cheers.) We 
J^ght have an amicable suit, and so obtain the judgment of the courts of law. (Cheers.) 
. '\nere is one thing more that is requisite. If the law is decided to be, as the extreme 
' Jj^tnalists say it is, it would notr .be fair that that law, comparatively obsolete as it is, 
should be enforced upon unwilling congregations. (Cheers.) Surely, as Christians, we 
*?glitnot to disbelieve, without cause shown, what people tell us. Now, the extreme 
"tnalists say that they do not wish to assimilate themselves to the Church of Kome, 
pt to the practice of the individual Church ; that all they want is a definition of the 
^^ ; that they will abide by that law ; and that they don't desire to force their views 
"P^H unwilling congregations. (Loud cheers.) 

YOTB OF THANKS TO TnE PRESIDENT. 

. The Earl op Dartmouth.— I have not been called upon by our right reverend chairman, 
y^t 1 have risen for a reason which I am sure will be seen to be an obvious one ; and 
J- *xia no less certain of your indulgence when I explain the objects which brings me 
P^^ore you. I am exceedingly glad that I have had this duty, this pleasant duty, placed 
^^ toy hands. I regret to say that our very reverend chairman is obliged to leave 
^* at the close of this evening ; and I have been asked to undertake the task of moving 
? Vote of thanks — (loud cheers, the whole assembly rising to express their concurrence 
i^l the proposal) — a vote of thanks to the right reverend prelate, who has so patiently, 
80 admirably, so calmly, so impartially, and with such dignity, presided over our 
tieliberations. (Renewed cheers.) I am certain that all present — clergymen and 
<5lergywomen— (a cheer)— laymen and lay women — will cordially agree to this resolu- 
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tion. (Cheers.) When I was asked to propose it, I rather shrank from the task, for I felt 
that it should have heen entrusted to some distinguished man rather than to onewbo 
learned his divinity from the Prayer-book instead of from the Times or the Pall Mall 
Oasette — (a laugh) ;- to one who remembers the stage-coach, though he is willing to ride 
at the express speed of forty miles, and doesn't want to run at the rate of a hundred 
miles an hour. (Cheers.) I cannot but think the task might have been better given 
to one of those distinguished men who have come to us from the other side of the 
Atlantic, or to certain others who are upon the platform ; and yet, ladies and gentle- 
men, there is some propriety in entrusting it to a la^fman resident in the diocese; for 
those who know our Bishop best esteem and love him best. (Great cheering.) Eyer 
since I have known him, I have looked up to the bright example which he has set 
both to the clergy and to the laity, of hard work, of moderation, of caution pnd of 
dignity. (Cheers.) But I can tell you that cautious as he is, the Bishop of Lichfield, 
when he has made up his mind, can be iirm as well as cautious, as he was in the case 
of the Theological College, in carrying a good work to a successful termination. 
(Cheers.) In this diocese we are singularly united; but, if it had not been for the 
wise and temperate rule of our Bishop, I do not think we shonid be the united 
diocese we are. (Cheers.) The Executive Committee of this Congress, of which I have 
the honour to be chairman, have selected men of all parties to address you. We have 
endeavoured to give free expression to all parties in the Church ; and we have been 
most amicable in our debates, but we should not have worked so harmoniously 
together, if it had not been for the wise and temperate spirit which somehow under 
our right reverend chairman's presidency, has seemed insensibly to animate our 

Eroceedings. (Cheers.) The number of churches which the right reverend prelate 
as consecrated since he has been amongst us has been no ]e«8 than 155. That alone 
is a fact on which he may think with pride and satisfaction. I trust he may be 
spared to preside over us for many years to come, and to enjoy the satisfaction of 
reflecting that, by his great influence and by his example, he has urged his clergjr 
of all parties and shades of opinion, to take care of the flock committed to their 
charge. (Cheers.) He has himself set a bright example both to the clergy and to 
the laity of this diocese, and to those connected, however slightly, or however dis- 
tantly, with the great centres of population which it contains, who will have reason 
to bless the memory, and to teach their children to bless the memory of one to whom 
I have now the greatest possible pleasure and satisfaction in moving a vote of thanks. 
(Loud cheers.) 

The Mayor op Wolverhampton.— I feel that I only give utterance to th^ feelings 
of this assembly when I say that' it is no light matter of thankfulness that this 
diocese occupies the high position which it does in the Church of England; and I 
am glad of this opportunity of expressing our deep and heartfelt thanks to the right 
reverend prelate. (Cheers.) I cannot but feel grateful to Almighty God that He 
has spared him for so many years to carry out his great and useful works in connexion 
with this important district ; and I trust that God may yet spare him for many years 
to come. (Cheers.) I wish also to express the great pride that I feel in the great 
success which has attended this meeting. I am sure I may say that the people of 
Wolverhampton have desired to show their guests every hospitality. (Cheers.) I* 
was with great pleasure that I heard the opinion expressed' by the Lord Bishop of 
Oxford and the Lord Bishop of Rochester that on no occasion had a Church Congress 
met with greater or more entire success, (Cheers.) As mayor of Wolverhampt^^ 
I feel exceedingly proud at such an issue of the undertaking ; and I have great pie*' 
sure in seconding a cordial vote of thanks to our venerable Diocesan. (Cheers.) 

The Bishop of Lichfield, on rising to acknowledge the compliment, was receive/^ 
with loud and prolonged applause, the audience rising en masse, and waving thei^ 
hats. The Eight Rev. Prelate, who seemed much affected, spoke as follows :— M^^ 
lords, ladies, and gentlemen, I am sure you will not wonder if I do not, in retumix'^ 
thanks for the honour you have done me, address you at any great length for this ve"*? 
welcome testimony of your goodwill towards me. ' I cannot do it. But I must say" ^ 
is very touching to me, and also very humbling, and I feel that those who know tX^ 
will not think I use words of affectation when I say I feel I do not deserve those wor ^ 
which Lord Dartmouth said of me, with that exuberant kindness I have experience 
from him ever since I had the happiness of coming into this diocese. He has spok^^ 
of what I have done, and what I have attempted to do, far beyond what my dee^^ 
claim. (** No, no.") He has spoken also of the kind co-operation I have receiv^^ 
from the laity of this diocese. From the clergy of all kinds of opinion I have m<^ 
with nothing but kindness, and from the laity the same ; I may also mention that 
heard, I will not say with pride, but with satisfaction, some years ago, that at 
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meeting in another diocese of the Bishops and clergy, this diocese was held up as an 
example of cordial co-operation between the clergy and laity. (Loud cheers.) I 
cannot take to myself any credit for this, but I am quite certain that where the clergy 
do their duty, the laity will always cordially co-operate with them. (Cheers.) As to 
my conduct in the chair, I have simply endeavoured to do my duty by giving an 
impartial attention to every one who came forward to address you. (Cheers.) With 
regard to this Congress, I mu»t confess that it has far exceeded my expectations. At 
first I was half inclined to think that the people were tired of Church Congresses. 
(Loud cries of " No, no.") It is ^lain, however, that it is not so. (Cheers.) I 
believe that this Congress, under God's blessing, will be attended with a success that 
will not have been surpassed by any previous Congress. (Cheers.) Indeed, some of 
tkose of my brethren who have attended the other Congresses, have been pleased even 
to say that this has surpassed all of them. That is not of much importance, but it is 
of great importance to think that these Church Congresses bring together such 
assemblies as we have seen here this week — so numerous, so hearty, and so earnest. 
Who cau despair of the Church, I would ask, when we see such expressions as these 1 
(Cheers.) Who of us will not be encouraged after this to do our part in the Church — 
to be more zealous, more earnest, more self-denying? (Cheers.) When I came 
through the town on Tuesday morning, and saw the streets' filled with working 
people, surrounding us on our procession to the cliurch, and yet not a symptom of 
disrespect manifested towards us^ it seemed to me to be the most powei^ul though 
silent encouragement I ever saw. Then to most of us who were present at that 
wonderful meeting last night, what could be more gratifying than to see that earnest 
body of thousands of working men listening to the addresses that were delivered to 
them, and feeling, as they evidently did, the Church did care for them, and that it 
would do them good if they would let it. I am sure that those who saw that meeting 
last night will never forget it. (Cheers.) And now, in conclusion, I am sure all havie 
felt with myself great satisfaction in listening to the speeches which they have heard 
here in this hall. So much of ability, so much of learning, and above all, far above 
^I) so much of Christian kindness and Christian charity. It seems to me a great 
advantage to bring together earnest, honest men of different minds, and of different 
views; and especially have I been struck with the good temper and moderation with 
which persons holding opposite views have expressed them. I shall never forget it. 
I may mention now, that, at the beginning of this meeting some disorder was appro- 
bended ; and a friend of mine here. Archdeacon Denison, brought me a letter, in which 
J was asked to deprecate it, but I said, *' Why should I ? There has been no disorder 
Wtherto, nor do I believe that there will be any now ; " and you see what the result is. 
^8 not tills encouraging to us] (Cheers.) Although this is.a great meeting, we must 
^member that it consists of individuals, and £ trust that these meetings which have 
^een held this week, and all the speeches which have been heard, will only tend to 
'Waken us to a new sense of our individual duty; certainly they ought to do so — 
cheers) — and I trust we shall each go from this great Congress thanking God for 
•^ving permitted us to meet here, and desirous of expressing our thankfulness by 
^^ of us considering how, by our individual exertions and our individual capacities, 
'0 can best aid the real interests of the Church which has brought us together here. 

• ^e don't learn that lesson we shall have come together in vain. One word as to 
^at Lord Nelson has said. He has spoken for peace. I wish no one to compromise 

* opinions, but I do hope we shall try as far as we can to come to unity on the 
HJect which has been brought forward this day, and on eVery other subject, also, so 
^ H^ may be consistent with a strict maintenance of principle. We must learn that 
®4t lesson of love. We cannot hope to do our work as Christians without having 
® blessing of Him who appointed as the badge of His disciples, that they should 
^^^ in brotherly love. Ladies and gentlemen, I thank you heartily for your kindly 
?Ung towards me, and I do pray God that His blessing may be upon us, and upon 
la great Congress. I pray God that we may all have cause to be thankful thai He 
^Ottitted us to be present at it. (Loud cheers.) 

J^he Right Rev. Prelate then dismissed the assembly with his blessing. 
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FRIDAY AFTERNOON, 

THE CHAIR WAS TAKEN BY THE EARL OF DARTMOUTH. 

HINDRANCES TO CHURCH PROGRESS. 

Archdeacon Bickersteth (of Buckingham) read the following 
Paper : — 

In speaking of the " Hindrances to Church Progress," I shall not 
he expected to deal with the subject in its wider and more compre- 
hensive aspect. Such a view would be more suitable to the pulpi 
than to an assembly like this. Bearing in mind that the Cnurd 
of Christ must expect opposition in every age, and at all points < 
her earthly progress, it will be my object on this occasion to ei 
deavour to search out and exhibit the peculiar obstacles to tt 
growth of our branch of the Church Catholic, the Church 
England, at the present time. 

Let me only premise that in the limited space allotted to me 
cannot hope to notice all these obstacles. I can but point out, ai 
that briefly and imperfectly, some of those which appear to me mo 
prominent. I can but give a suggestive outline, leaving it to tl 
intelligent and thoughtful minds composing this Copgress to cone 
it where it may be faulty, and to fill in the details. 

For convenience of arrangement, the Hindrances to Church Pr 
gross may be grouped under the following heads — Political, Socij 
and Personal. 

I. The first of these, the political hindrances, are such as affe 
the Church in her relations to the State, as an Established Churc 
It seems to me that Churchmen, as a body, have yet much to lea 
as to the true nature of these relations; and that the want of 
better understanding on this point constitutes a serious check to t 
growth and progress of the Cnurch. A clearer perception is need 
of the distinction between the temporal accidents of a State co 
nexion, and the proper spiritual essence and functions of the Churc 
We have need to be reminded that the Church, as a Divine Instit 
tion, is the possessor of spiritual endowments which the State c^ 
neither give nor take away. Over the accidents of her union wi 
the State, such as the exercise of ecclesiastical jurisdiction with 
certain territorial limits, rank, wealth, precedence, and the like, t 
State has a natural and necessary control. But the spiritual endo 
raents and powers of the Church must be carefully distinguish 
from these. The Church, having satisfied the State that she b 
the Truth of God, becomes for the State the teacher of that truth 
the nation, not what the State from time to time shall direct her 
teach, but what she has received of God. Xow, when we compa 
this with the popular view, that the Church is the mere creature 
the State, that her doctrines may be moulded and modified fro 
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tne to time by the will of the nation, and that if the clergy will 
ot submit to this, it is their duty at once to abandon their posi- 
ions, and to give way to more accommodating teachers, we cannot 
)ut see in this, the Erastian spirit of the age, a formidable hindrance 
to the progress of the Church. Never was there greater need than 
now to remember that, while everything earthly is mutable, the 
truth of God is " the same yesterday, and to-day, and for ever.'* 
It is the duty of the National Church, through her Convocations, a 
friendly State assisting where needful, and giving effect to her deci- 
sions, to adapt her external polity as far as possible to the changing 
circumstances and special wants of the age. But she cannot alter 
that "faith" of which she is the appointed witness and guardian. 
The anxiety which has of late been felt with regard to the constitution 
of the Court of Final Appeal has, I believe, been much misinter- 
preted. It has been represented as though the clergy were aiming 
at a spiritual supremacy, and were influenced by I know not what 
ttiotives of sacerdotal ambition. But, in real truth, the uneasiness 
las arisen from, a difierent cause — namely, the apprehension of 
danger to "the faith once delivered to the saints." The Church of 
•England may well tremble lest encouragement should indirectly be 
given to doubts whether the Bible is indeed the Word of God, 
whether Hell is Hell, or whether prayer may rightly be addressed 
to the "Only Begotten and Everlasting Son of the Father." 
Another political hindrance to Church Progress is the great diffi- 
'^Ity of obtaining any expansion of our external polity. Notwith- 
itanding the frequent and earnest representations of individual 
^tiT:irchmen, the consentient opinion of these annual Congresses, and 
^^ reiterated appeal of the Convocations of both Provinces, we are 
J^ll just where we were in reference to any increase of our Home 
'episcopate. The very reasonable and moderate extension asked 
^^" is not yet obtained, and the Church languishes in Cornwall and 
Isewhere througTi an over-burdened Episcopate. The Convoca- 
^On of this Province (followed by that of York) has indeed success- 
Ijlly asserted her position and her claims as an integral portion of 
1^^ Constitution of the Realm. But every step has been gained 
•^ith difficulty, amidst scorn and suspicion. We have still to wait 
^>cr that measme of reform which shall enable us more adequately 
^ represent the Province. And the Harvest Thanksgiving Service, 
' service not unworthy of the piety and learning of those who 
•^^i-med it, is not yet authorized for use. 

In noticing these difficulties, I am not insensible to the great 
''^lue of the union of Church and State. If the Church receives 
^ss of support from the State than she might fairly expect, we 
^ust never forget what she is enabled to bestow through that union, 
^>ad what a bulwark she is, with her system of positive truth, 
Against Infidelity on the one side, and Popery on the other. I have 
^uly hinted at these hindrances in order to show that the dangers 
^rising from excessive Ritual are not the only dangers to which we 
^re exposed. What Churchmen may reasonably ask for, is a more 
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fiill security for the protection of doctrine, a favourable hearing fot 
lier utterances in her Synods, and greater facilities for that expan- 
sion of her system which shall enable her to become in reality, 
what she is in theory, the Church of this nation. 

II. I pass on next to consider the social obstacles to Churcli 
progress. 

Our lot is cast in a money-getting, wealthy, and luxurious age- 
a condition of things naturally unfavourable to the development of 
that Kingdom which is " not of this world. The Church of Christ 
was cradled in poverty. Her greatest victories have been gained 
amid trial and persecution ; and never has her inner glory shone 
forth with greater lustre than when her outward estate has been 
most gloomy and depressed. A wealthy and self-indulgent con- 
dition is, as we know on the highest authority, an obstacle to the 
progress of Christ's Kingdom in the individual Christian, and how 
much more in the Church collectively ? I do not shut my eyes to 
the noble examples on every side of riches consecrated largely and 
ungrudgingly to the service of God, But these are exceptional 
cases. And, if we look around, we cannot but see a prevailing 
materialised habit of mind, which indisposes men for thinking 
seriously of heavenly things. The earthly enjoyment is sensible 
and palpable, and becomes more attractive than the brightest 
pictures of the Christian's heaven, presented to the eye of faith by 
Holy Scripture and the Church. 

Then, further, it is an age of great intellectual activity. Every- 
thing is challenged and sifted. *And that spirit of free inquiry and 
universal questioning, which has exercised itself over the whole 
range of " earthly things," has not scrupled to approach " things 
heavenly," and to invade the hallowed shrine of revealed Truth 
itself. The old and often refuted objections to Christianity have 
been set forth in new disguises ; and, forasmuch as the Bible and 
the Church must stand and fall together, the Church also and her 
Creeds are rudely assailed, and doubts are freely circulated as to 
the foundation on which she rests her faith, and whether she is 
indeed the channel of any supernatural gifts. 

This spirit of Rationalism, which took its origin amongst men of 
education, is rapidly spreading itself downwards, by that law of 
class influence through which the vices or the virtues of the upper 
classes are propagated to the classes below them, as circumstances 
admit. And the result is a very wide-spread persuasion that there 
is a great deal to be said against Christianity in general, and against 
each of its truths in particular. I do not mean to say that there is 
a general denial of Christianity. But men of business, too busy for 
deep study, but self-reliant and clever, as men of this world, are not 
unprepared to welcome a doubt, or to entertain a plausible objection 
to revelation. It is not open and avowed hostility to Christianity 
that we have to fear, so much as clever sophistries and covert 
insinuations. *'Has not this statement been questioned?" Or, 
" Are there not some doubts as to the authenticity of that Gospel? " 



Archdeacon Bickersteth, 289 

uch is the form in which infidelity clothes itself. There is a mass 
f vague and floating scepticism amongst us, in consequence of 
'hich there are many who, if they do not give up Christianity 
Itogether, think that they act wisely in standing aloof, and not 
3mmitting themselves. Now, what will this kind of free thinking 
ecome as it filters down into the lower strata of society ? The 
^finements which soften it will then disappear. The checks which 
revent its logical development in the upper and middle classes will 
ot be found to exist below ; and it will assume the form of a 
oarse and unmitigated atheism. 

Another feature of our times which presents a hindrance to 
)hurch progress is the love of independence, which, though capable 
f being elevated into a right noble gift, is apt to degenerate into 
m^tience of all authority. You see its influence pervading all the 
ocial relations, those of parents and children, masters and servants, 
mployers and the employed. The amount of submission on the 
ne side, and of rightful control on the other, is reduced to the 
iwest measure consistent with the maintenance of these relations 
t all. The spirit to which I refer has invaded the Church herself, 
ne of whose special functions it is to maintain these relations, and 
5ach the Gospel duty of obedience to lawful authority, as the 
ighest form of human liberty. Pardon me for saying that those 
no hold the highest views of Church authority sometimes betray 
wilfulness of thought and action most inconsistent with their 
^owed principles, while those who profess to be Churchmen show 
little deference to the " law of their mother," accepting what 
ey like of her teaching, and no more, and rejecting all of which 
ey chance to disapprove, 

A materialised habit of mind — a latent scepticism- — and impa- 
ince of authority, — ^those are some of the characteristic features 
our age, more or less affecting the Church, and hindering Ler 
ogress ; and these evils must be met by endeavouring to induce 
e more highly educated and intellectual amongst us, who must 
er be the leaders of public thought and opinion, to look things 
adfastly in the face ; to see whither we are drifting, and to con- 
3er thoughtfully whether a system of positive truth is not the 
ily true basis of popular morals. The general growth of seep- 
iism should teach us the importance of maintaining the dogmatic 
aching of our Church in a spirit of earnest faith and love, in this 
iti-dogmatic age. For I believe it may be made clear to demon- 
ration that the alternative to a positive Creed like that of the 
Imrch is atheism in thought, and revolution in society. 
III. I come, lastly, to the personal hindrances to Church pro- 
cess ; and of these I would mention foremost the divisions in 
ir Church. Take any large town, for example, with half-a-dozen 
• more parishes. Perhaps each incumbent holds different views, 
ore or less divergent, each exercising his own influence, and com- 
anicating his own habit of thought to his flock ; the result being 
at one congregation of Churchmen is often as much separated 

U 
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from another as though they were Dissenters. And being thus 
differenced off from one another by a hard and sharp line, the 
general sense of Church membership is weakened ; and it seems 
next to impossible for them to act together as one body for the good 
of the Church. Now 1 do not fail to recognise the existence of dif- 
ferent currents of religious thought in our Church. You cannot 
prevent it Their sources lie deep in the constitution of human 
nature. As long as time lasts, Christian men will be drawn mere 
or less into one or the other, according as they look most to the 
individual subjective life, or to the associated and objective. Bui 
what I say is this, that there need be nothing in this to divide m 
80 long as we are careful so to hold our view of Truth as not t( 
exclude the other. Each may be a part of the Truth, just as th( 
currents of the sea, while running apparently in different directions 
are nevertheless a part of the great ocean, and all alike obey those 
higher laws of unity and progress to which the Creator has made 
them subject. Lei us not forget that beyond these variations— the 
necessary results of human infirmity, and yet, for the most part, 
quite consistent with loyalty to our Church — there is one bond 
which unites us all, and that we are all a part of the same body, 
the Church planted in this land. Surely our common dangers fiom 
without are a great admonition to us that it is time for Ephraim to 
cease from envying Judah, and for Judah to refrain from vexing 
Ephraim. Let the brother who rather looks to the spiritual side 
be ready to admit that there is at least something to be said for the 
sacramental ; and let him whose bias is to the objective recognise 
and appreciate the subjective truth held dear by the other. Oh! 
what might not this Church of England accomplish, if we were but 
united, if we were less inclined to think evil of each other's work, 
more disposed to " forbear one another in love." Some of us will 
call to mind that striking vision of St. Cyprian, how he saw the 
Father of a family, and a Youth seated at his right hand, with an 
anxious and dejected countenance ; but on his left there stood 
another, ready with his net, and waiting the Father's permission, 
to catch in his toils the people who stood around. Thus graphically 
does the holy Bishop describe the grief and resentment felt by the 
Spirit of good at the disobedience and distractions of the Church, 
and the exultation of the evil one at the opportunity offered for 
taking in his snare a disunited and unguarded people. 

Another hindrance is to be found in the general apathy oi 
Churchmen. There are many honourable exceptions, many doubt- 
less in this hall ; but whether it be in parochial work, or in th€ 
wider spheres of the Church's action, it is difficult to associate the 
laity for the promotion of Church objects ; and Church*question8 o! 
great moment in Parliament are often discussed and disposed of ii 
what is called " a very thin House." I coni'ess I do not quit' 
understand this. Perhaps it may be partly due to the old tradi 
tional notion that the Church is right, and will take care of itsel 
But I fear this apathy may be due to a graver cause — the generi 
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unsettled state of things. It is enough to make good old-fashioned 
Churchmen, — men who have been taught to believe in their Bible 
and in their Prayer-book, — it is enough to make such men stand 
aloof, when they see us of the Clergy too often acting according to 
private impulse or fancy, — when they hear statements made which 
they find it hard to reconcile with the sober standards of their 
Church's doctrine, — or see novelties introduced without their feel- 
ings being consulted. And thus they are irritated, and their con- 
fidence is weakened, and a general distrust is engendered of 
everything connected with the Church. Concurrently with all this 
there is often a want of a distinctive appreciation of the true basis 
of the Church of England as to her doctrine and discipline. So 
that on one hand some rites and customs are objected to, which are 
really a part of her system ; and the neglect of others, for want of 
which the Church goes halting, is tolerated and approved. We 
Buffer quite as much from errors of detect as from errors of excess. 
We suffer from a generally low standard of practice amongst pro- 
feflsing Churchmen. To take a familiar instance, what vast numbers 
of respectable church-going people live below their privileges in the 
habitual neglect of Holy Communion. 1 earnestly believe that the 
Church is more injured by her own half-hearted and inconsistent 
members than by open and avowed Dissenters. 

Having thus briefly glanced at the evils, a few words may be 
expected from me as to their remedies. 

I. Foremost amongst these I am disposed to place a greater 
•mount of Episcopal control, involving some increase in the number 
of our Bishops. Our Church is too much in the condition of Israel 
jii the times of the Judges. " Every man does that which is right 
in his own eyes." Happily, there is a vast deal of good sense and 
piety amongst the clergy, or things might be worse. But at best 
We suffer from divided counsels and irregular action. We are too 
much like a rope of sand. We want greater cohesion. We want 
* greater perception of the principle of Church membership ; and 
ftis involves a greater recognition of the Bishop as the centre round 
which all Church action should revolve. The Church does not 
Want an autocratic exercise of episcopal authority; but an authority 
Wich as that which characterised the primitive ages, an authority 
tempered and qualified by the counsels of the Presbyters, and the 
yonsenting voices of the faithful laity. With such a qualifying 
influence the authority of the Chief Pastor might be largely in- 
creased with great advantage to the Church. Episcopal authority 
%i8 exercised, in the full light of the mystical Unity of the Church, 
will never be secular or arbitrary — it will be spiritual and parental ; 
^d the obedience rendered will be loving and concordant, and not 
cold and unsympathising. For such examples in our English 
Church, thank God, we have not far to seek ; and I hope it is not 
presumptuous in me to say that never has such self-denying mode- 
ration in the exercise of these high functions been more conspicuous 

U2 
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than in the lengthened Episcopate of the venerated and beloved 
President of this Congress. 

II. I have almost anticipated my next remedy, which I take to 
be more united action for the Church, through Diocesan Synods 
and Ruri-Decanal Chapters. The Provincial Synods of the Church 
greatly need to be invigorated by the action of the Diocesan Synods, 
and they would thus both of them exercise a powerful influence 
uDon Parliament. The Ruri-Decanal Chapters possess this great 
aavantage — they are territorial and not eclectic. They gather to- 
gether the clergy of the district, under a recognised head, without 
reference to any particular views ; and thus that free interchange 
of thought and opinion is promoted which so much contributes to- 
wards a better understanding. I may add that both the Diocesan 
Synod and the Ruri-Decanal Chapter offer opportunities for the 
presence and co-operation of the' faithful laity, a point of no small 
importance for the peace and progress of the Church. 

III. A third remedy is to be found in a better training for the 
clergy. It is the custom to speak of the clergy as a highly educated 
body, and I am not about to depreciate my order. We can point 
to examples on every side of high culture, great refinement, and 
the noblest moral qualities amongst our brethren. Still, it must 
be admitted that there is a deficiency of that specific training in 
theology, and in the practical duties of the Christian ministry, 
which is always needful, and especially so at the present time. 
The very best preparation for the ministry is, in my judgment, a 
University education, supplemented by a definite training for Holy 
Orders at a Theological College. It cannot be safe that, while other 

})rofessions demand a careful and specific preparation, it should be 
eft almost to the chapter of accidents what kind of training is pro- 
vided for the highest calling of all. If it be objected that the 
Theological College, taking its colouring (as it must do) from time 
to time from one leading mind, may have a tendency to promote 
party views in the Church, my answer is, that this danger is in- 
finitesimal, in comparison of that of having no specific training at 
all. It is an evil which is self-correcting in the course of years, 
and may be reduced to a minimum by multiplying such Colleges, 
and establishing friendly relations amongst them, and between them 
and the Universities. Besides, we can appeal to the results, and 
affirm that there is nothing like such training to produce men of 
sober thought, high and real earnestness, men free from extrava- 
gances of doctrine or ritual, likely to make able and efficient 
ministers of Christ's Word and Sacraments. I speak without 
prejudice to other "schools of the prophets," but any incumb^mt 
who has been so fortunate as to obtain for his colleagues men 
trained at Wells or Cuddesdon, will confirm what I say. In recom- 
mending better training for the clergy, I cannot refrain from adding 
how very much it would conduce to the advantage of the Church, 
if those who have entered Holy Orders, and are engaged in the 
active duties of the Ministry, would make it a rule of conscience to 
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)ntmue a course of sound theological study. Surely an hour or 
vo daily might be rescued, even in the busiest life, for this purpose. 
>uch study would help to lift us up above petty distractions, and 
aiserable contests about trifles, which exhaust and weaken the 
cowers of the Church, and give great occasion to our enemies to 
ilaspheme. 

IV. Another remedy is to be sought for in a greater and more 
ystematic employment of Lay Agency. 

I know of no reason in the abstract for restricting the preaching 
tf the Gospel to the Clergy. I know of no reason why Laymen 
jhould not be employed, under proper safeguards, as pioneers or 
mbaltems, to supplement the stated ministry in our dense popula- 
ions or in the remote hamlets of our country parishes. If there be 
I reason against it in our Church, it is to be found in the fact of 
h, want of a due recognition of the sacramental system, and a dis- 
belief in the reality in the Christian Priesthood. A strong Church 
ystem will bear that which would be fatal to a weaker one. Bring 
)ut the distinction so clearly marked in our Ordinal between the 
Priest and the Deacon — exhibit the true and proper functions of 
he Priesthood as alone charged with the responsibility of dealing 
rith the individual soul, and as alone possessing the power to 
ionsecrate the Holy Sacrament of the Body and Blood of Christ, — 
ind you may then without danger relax your rule with regard to 
ay-preaching. You need not then fear that your layman would 
become a Dissenter, because you permitted him to give a cottage 
Jcture. 

V. I would suggest once more a greater freedom on the part of 
be clergy in speaking to their flocks on religious subjects. Wo 
iould remember our great mission, whatever be the rank or station 
f those whom we visit. There is, I fear, an instinctive shrinking 
om religious conversation which prevents that growth and pro- 
fess which we desire. The English mind is characteristically 
'Served, especially on those points on which it thinks most deeply, 
ut it is the office of the Clergyman to break through this reserve ; 
id he will often discover behind it, perhaps where he least expects 
> a heart yearning after heavenly things, a soul athirst for the 
aters of life. And if he can satisfy this longing, what a ministry 

his! There is so much of a professional character about the 
^imon, that it often fails to reach the heart. * But in such personal 
id pastoral intercourse these conventionalities have no place ; and 
hen the real man speaks in private, his public ministrations become 
imore effective; and souls are won, and God is gloritted. 

VI. I might mention, if time permitted, the importance of in- 
dcating the duty of systematic alms-giving — not only as a duty, 
Qt as a high privilege — bringing with it for Christ's sake its sure 
iward. We want less of spasmodic efforts through charity sermons, 
ad more of habitual offerings as a recognised part of our religious 
-rvice. The success which has attended the weekly Offertory 
herever it has been tried would seem to show that we have our- 
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selves to blame that offerings do not flow in more freely into the 
treasury of God. It is an additional recommendation of the weekly 
OflFertory that it is a part of the Church's crowning service, the 
Liturgy^ according to the primitive use of that word. 

Lastly, let me say, we want greater belief in the efficacy of 
prayer, especially intercessory prayer, and greater devotedness. 
We want more faith in prayer. Surely, if we realized more fully 
the great doctrine of Cnristian membership, we should j)ray more 
earnestly for others than we do. How much may the hindrances 
of which I have spoken be owing to the want or the weakness of 
intercession in our Church ! We must aim at much higher efforts 
in devotion, if we would bring the might of the Holy Spirit to bear 
upon the great moral and intellectual evils of our day. 

We want greater devotedness. We want men who will give 
themselves wholly to the work. Let our clergy be intellectual and 
genial, but let us avoid the temptations of secularity. Let us never 
forget that the "holy anointing is upon us," and that we have 
pledged ourselves to diligence and fidelity in our work, " laying 
aside the study of the world and the flesh." Thank God, we have 
such men; and wherever they are labouring, there the Church 
makes progress, whatever their particular views may be. There is 
nothing like real earnestness and perseverance to telt No hin- 
drances of the world, the flesh, and the devil can arrest the course 
of him who has given himself wholly to Christ, to be emplojred by 
Him for the salvation of men. May such labourers be multiplied a 
hundred fold 1 Then will God be with us of a truth ; the " great 
mountain" shall become "a plain;*' the Church shall go fbrward 
with powers before which every hindrance shall give way ; and 
all interests shall combine to publish and advance the Saviour's 
Kingdom. 



J. Pearson, Esq. Q.C. read the following Paper : — 
The first thing that must strike any person who studies the 
condition of the Church of England in the present day is the 
disunion of the clergy. It is indeed something more than dis- 
union. It is not only that they do not unite together to fight the 
battle of Christianity .against the heathenism and unbelief of the 
times, but they oppose and denounce one another. Wherever there 
are two churches, there are two camps, distrusting, watching, and 
prepared upon opportunity given, to silence each other. Men 
ordained by the same Bisnop, confessing publicly the same faith, 
reading the same services, praying the same prayers, preaching the 
same duties, leading their flocks to the same heaven, deliffht to 
proclaim their hostility to each other, and denounce each other as 
hypocrites and heretics, and dishonestly eating the bread of » 
church whose principles and doctrines they neglect or pervert The 
ritual of the church, conformity to obsolete and unint "' '^'^ 
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rubrics, and ignorant distinctions between black and white gowns, 

are made the touchstone of truth : and the public services of the 

Church whicb should serve to draw all men together, and to teach 

those who during the week are divided by their conditions of life, 

their circumstances, their pursuits, tlieir intellectual and political 

differences, that in the presen'ce of the Maker of all they are all 

one, members of one body, heirs together of the grace of 

life, part of one brotherhood reaching over many centuries and 

many countries, those very public services are made the means of 

separating Christian from Christian: each congregation is trained 

to rally round some minister or dogma ; on all sides arise the 

shouts, I am of Paul, and I of ApoUos ; and in many instances it 

would be hard to challenge the censure of the enemy, who, looking 

at our divisions, should sav, " See how these Christians hate one 

another!" 

For this state of things I must hold that the clergy are in a 
great measure and principally responsible. While it lasts it must 
stand in the way of the prospeiity of the Church ; for a house 
divided against itself must fall. They who have caused it must 
. redress it. What has brought it about? 
• Chiefly, I conceive, (1) a desire to define and dogmatise beyond 
what is necessary or wise ; and, (2) mistaken conceptions of the 
rdation between unity and uniformity. 

Ist. If we examine the two great controversies which have arisen 
in this century, I mean those relating to th^ two sacraments, it will 
*ppear that both parties were and are willing to adopt and abide 
j>y the language of the English Prayer-book. The question that 
is acrimoniously fought is, how is that language to be expanded, 
*nd in what precise and logical terms is the doctrine of the English 
Church on these subjects to be expressed. 

Every man, has, I conceive, the right to think out for himself 
these and other diflSculties, and to penetrate as far as he can 
reverently into all mysteries; but has he a right to force upon 
others his solution of them ? I apprehend not. There are limits 
^ the restraints which church-membership imposes on us, as well 
•* to the liberty which it allows us. Wnilst on the one hand we 
^ bound to believe honestly what the Church teaches plainly, on 
^6 other hand we are free to reject definitions which the Church 
"^ not authoritatively given. They may be true, but no one is 
obliged to inquire into their accuracy. 

A creed is necessary to a church, but every article in a creed not 
essential to it is a fatal injury to it. It is sure to be canvassed at 
?onie time or other, and to prevent or retard more or less, accord- 
^ to circumstances, the acceptance of the clause with which it is 
««8ociated. 

Every definition added to the accepted creed of a church is liable 

•to three most serious objections. (1.) It divides those who have 

^iccepted the article of the creed which is defined, if any of them 

• '^ject the definition ; either because it attempts to define what they 
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think cannot be defined — or because they think it too narrow, or ■ ^ 
too wide, or obscure, or inaccurate. (2), It closes the entrance 
against those whom the Church invites to come in by requiring a 

Srecise belief on a matter which has not been authoritati?ely 
efined, and on which good men have differed and may lawfully 
differ. (3). Inasmuch as these definitions attract more attention and 
occasion more dispute than the larger portion of the creed which is 
quietly accepted, men are brought to look upon them as of the very 
essence of Christianity. They are led to tithe the mint and the 
anise and the cummin, and to forget the weightier matters ; and 
they come to treat Christianity as if it rested on the 'acceptance of 
some logical inference, the dogma of some theological school, and 
shut out with contempt the honest unlearned faith which cries 
** Lord, I believe; help Thou my unbelief." 

In truth Christianity is different from, and is grander and higher 
and better than the particular doctrines which separate one branch 
of the Church Catholic from another. Till men get to acknowledge 
this, their progress in fighting with heathenism will be slow. 

There chngs to us yet something of the ancient belief that there 
can be no salvation out of the pale of that branch of the Churci 
to which we individually belong. One man denies it to the Eoman- 
Catholic, another to the Dissenter. Yet would any man judge the 
Roman-Catholic, and the Baptist, and the Heathen by the same 
standard? K not, what difference would he make, and why? 

2d. Uniformity is not unity, nor is unity dependent on uniformity. 
We have yet to learn and understand this. Unity we are bound 
to maintain, — one faith, one Lord, one baptism: from this we 
cannot depart without seceding from Christianity. But uni- 
formity was not, and ought not to be the rule of the Church. 
There were different uses in the Churches of different countries, 
and in different sees in the same country. There is no reason why 
the ceremonial in different churches should not vary without any 
breach of unity. Indeed with reference to the colonial churches la 
union with the Church of England now in course of being estah- 
lished all over the world, we ought not only to look for, but I wiH 
even say to insist upon, this want of uniformity ; for to transplant 
our canons, many of which have become obsolete here, to India- 
and Africa and Australia and the Islands. in the Southern Seas, to 
countries and climates for which they are ridiculously unsuited, is » 
folly that could be perpetrated by no man of ordinary common sense. 

Yet there must necessarily be a limit to the diversity allowed- 
Not only must there be no infringement of unity, but there must 
be at least so much uniformity that no man whose necessities shall 
require him to pass in one diocese, or even in one country, froi^ 
one church to another, shall find the services strange and unintel- 
ligible to him. Unity and convenience must be the limits of 
uniformity. But within these limits how large a diversity may h^ 
allowed ; how admirabljr may this diversity be adapted to provide 
for all wants and conditions and temperaments ! 
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There must then be unity, but unity must be based upon a 
jlief in such truths only as are distinctly enunciated in Scripture, 
to which our assent is expressly required by that branch of the 
hurch to which we belong. No further definitions or dogmas must 
J imposed on us. Uniformity may be departed from so long as 
ich divergence does not militate against unity, or essential order, 
' the common advantage of the members of the Church. 
The want of a j)roper understanding of these principles is, I 
mceive, one great hindrance to the Church's progress. 
This brings me to another topic hardly less important: the 
)sition of the laity with reference to the Church, and their position 
I the Church just now. There is a great, I hope and believe, an 
taggerated, fear of Bationalism. It springs from a very incorrect 
lew which is commonly taken of the state of this country at 
resent as regards education, and of the consequences which flow 
om this its intellectual position. This error, which is shared by 
oth clergy and laity, necessarily affects the former more than the 
to, inasmuch as they are the teachers of the people. 
For some centuries the education of all classes m England has 
Ben making steady progress. It has improved in quality, and the 
i«a of it has widened. This we owe in a great measure to the 
ersevering efforts of the clergy; and we thank them for the 
>urage and self-denial they have shown in compelling us to learn. 
Wy do not let them now stand aghast at the first fi-uits they are 
Japing from the seed they have sown. 

The first result of education, if it be worth anything, is to teach 
en to think for themselves. And when they begin to think they 
ill think inaccurately, and probably perversely. There will be 
e temptation to think differently from others, in order that they 
^y show to others that they do think, and may satisfy themselves 
it they have the right to think. So it will and must happen 
^t first principles will be inquired into and challenged by those 
lo accepted them ignorantly before, and weight will be denied to 
thority which ought justly to be revered. 

Thus there has come upon us what seems to many, and to some 
tent is, an age of unbelief. Questions that have been fought 
t and settled generations ago, are stirred afresh as if they were 
Vr, by those who have got only to the threshold of knowledge. 
d difficulties and perplexities are started, and the priest suddenly 
ds himself called upon to prove truths which have been received 
long that he has forgotten that they ever had to be established, 
id he looks amazed and downcast at his inquirers, and is ready 
conclude that a flood of infidelity is coming in, and that the 
lurch and Christianity are in peril Alas ! he cries in despair, 
^here is faith ? 

And one kind of faith is gone. The faith that comes without 
quiiy, by the teaching of the nursery, by the prayer lisped in- 
ticulately at the mother's knee, by the Bible-story taiight by 
ctures, by the hymns repeated mom and even, by the habit of 
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church-going early acquired, by conventional respect for the 
establishment, for the Bishop of the diocese, and the rector of the 
parish ; this faith, handed down from one generation to another, 
and assented to as a tradition not to be disputed, is gone. It is 
gone, that faith acquired by imitation, without any struggling or 
anxiety, which found an entrance into our hearts and nestled there 
before we could recognise it, which came before reason and was 
accepted without reason, but which nevertheless became a true and 
hearty faith when the man found it would support him in all the 
trials and sorrows of life, and he leaned upon it and knew by 
experience that he had done well never to doubt it. And why is 
it gone?" Because we have willed that the nation should grow 
from childhood into manhood ; that all classes should cast off the 
slough of ignorance, and learn what faculties they possess, and 
how to use them ; that each man should know that he is responsible 
for himself, and that he cannot be saved simply because he believes 
what his neighbours believe, or does what his fathers did. We 
have willed this, and we did right to will it, and to use our best 
energies to effect it In part we have effected it ; and faith is now 
the result of inquiry and conviction, and does not come by nurture 
and habit and association only ; and so it comes more slowly, and 
often entangled with many doubts and perplexities, and accom- 
panied by many questionings which seem unintelligible to those 
who have not themselves experienced them, and are too often 
denounced as irreverent and mconsistent with an honest love of 
truth, but which the more thoughtful and large-minded will 
recognise as signs of real life, signs of a sincere desire to struggle 
into clear day. And though this state of things has its dangers, 
though some few may founder on the sea of inquiry, who might 
have escaped had they been content to forego the voyage, is it not 
to have reached a higher stage to refuse to accept religion merely as 
a tradition ? Is it not wiser to demand from ourselves a reason of 
the faith that is in us ? Is it not better to be able to say with the 
Samaritans, " Now we believe not because of thy saying, for we 
have heard him ourselves, and know that this is indeed the 
Christ?" 

Let us not stand abashed or alarmed at this change. It is made, 
and we cannot alter it. It is our wisest course to recognise and 
accept it The clergy have ceased to be what they once were, the 
educated class. They cannot guide the laity as they will. They 
cannot dictate to them what they are to believe, and expect to. meet 
with the easy assent which the ignorance of laymen formerly 
ensured. Many men are too indolent to think for themselves; 
many are willing to be led by those who occupy a position which 
is respected ; but in every congregation will be found some man 
who is ready to contradict, or at least to doubt,, and whose oppo- 
sition will be sufiBcient to challenge the pastor's authority, and to 
awaken inquiry. And inquiry once aroused must be answered now, 
not hy the ipse diodt of the priest, but by reason and argument— 
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ot by a reference to authority only, but by proof of the power of 
he authority referred to to decide, or by evidence that its con- 
clusions were consonant with the testimony of Scripture. 

In fact the clergy are no longer the Church. The laity are now 
\ part of it, the larger part, and not the least active part. They 
are entitled to be heard, and must be consulted on all questions 
which concern them as much as the clergy. Neither creed, nor 
ceremonial, nor discipline can be altered without them. They 
have a right to assist in determining what they are to believe, and 
what form of worship they will adopt. They claim this right, and 
will not be bound by the decisions of Convocations which do not 
feirly represent the clergy, and do not profess to represent the lay 
members of the Church. 

Hitherto the laity have been excluded, and have consented to be 
excluded from office and authority in the Church. Gross ignorance, 
religious apathy, and a low tone and standard of Christian life 
among the laity resulted from this exclusion. Now that a better 
state of things has dawned upon us our position is awkward enough, 
rhe clergyman left alone has hitherto monopolised every religious 
^}^^ charitable care. The services of the Church, the education of 
*ch and poor, missions and hospitals, institutions and societies of 
U sorts have been undertaken and managed by him. He has 
^^fe than he can do, and wants help. The layman fears to intrude 
Pon him, the priest dislikes to be intruded upon. The priest is in 
*^cl of assistance in every direction, the layman has strength and 
^^•^87 ^ ^^^^ • ^^^ *^^' ^^^ <io®s not know what offer to make, nor 
^^ other what offer to accept ; so the good that might be done by 
'^operation is left undone because they do not know how to co- 
^rate. And so it must be until the position of the laity in the 
fc^xirch of England is well understood. 

i^erhaps a few words on the place and office of the clergyman 
^j help to show what the position of the laity is. 
The clergyman is the officer of the Church upon whom certain 
^ties have been devolved, specially these : the administration of the 
•t:5raments — the conduct of the public services of the Church — the 
citation of the sick — the receiving confession and pronouncing 
^solution, to the persons, at the times, under the circumstances, and 
E>on the conditions specified in the Communion Service and the 
-rvice for the Visitation of the Sick. Yet looking at these duties, 
hich specially belong to the clergyman's office, it must be re- 
Lembered that in cases of necessity the administration of the sacra- 
lent of baptism by a layman has universally been held valid ; and 
lat in like case of necessity the public conduct of divine service by 
layman in unconsecrated buildings is not only not objected to, but 
inctioned every day by high authority. That is, that where the 
erformance of the duty would fail through the absence of the 
fficer if no one else might undertake it, the urgency of the duty 
J greater than the necessity of the presence of the officer, and 
berefore the layman may supply his place. 
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Does not this consideration show that the Church looks upon the 
relative positions of the clergyman and layman as very different 
from those usually assigned to them ? Does it not show how much 
help the layman may render and the clergyman accept from him 
witiiout any impropriety, without any invasion by the layman of 
an office which does not belong to him, without any delegation by 
the priest of duties which he alone can perform ? For the question 
of urgency is a question of degree only — it is a question of order, 
and not a question of principle, and wherever necessity can be said 

[)roperly to exist, the clergyman is entitled to demand, and the 
ayman is authorised and bound to render assistance. 

So, then, though for many centuries the clergy have been divided 
from the laity, almost as if they were a separate caste, and so 
markedly that, in common phrase, to take Orders was to go into 
the Church — as if without Orders no man was a member of the 
Church, — this was not the teaching of the Church. This gulf 
between clerks and laics has been made and widened by ignorance, 
supineness, and ambition. The Church neither ignored nor ex- 
cluded the laity, nor separated them from the clergy, but acknow- 
ledged both laity and clergy as forming together one holy priest- 
hood — holding one common faith, and diligent to spread it — aiming 
at one common standard of perfection — alike bound to purity of life 
and good works — joint guardians of Christian truth — one Cnristian 
army, in which, qtwad sacra^ the clergy are oflScers, distingnished 
by having special duties and special powers assigned to them. 

The departure from this rule — the separation of clergy and laity 
which we have witnessed in this country — has been most fatal to 
the progress and life of the Church. Laymen have acquiesced vd. 
it, and have considered that it left them free to believe that there 
was one religion for them, and another for the priest ; that whilst 
the priest was called to active zeal, and devotion, and holiness, 
neither holiness, nor purity, nor exertion were required from tU^ 
layman. And so they slumbered on, leaving to the priest wb^ 
accepted them, the parochial duties and charities which they ougl^^ 
to have shared with him ; until, at length, the burden became t^^ 
heavy for him to bear, and he broke down under it. Then m^^ 
roused themselves, and began to think, and the truth to-day dawJ^^ 
upon them, that if the priest cannot delegate his office to tfc^-J 
layman, so neither can the layman quit himself of his duties arP-^ 
responsibilities by delegating them to the priest. 

Do I seem to arrogate for laymen a position which does nC^^ 
belong to them, and one which trenches on the office of the priest " 
What are the obligations which Church-membership imposes o:^ 
us? I claim, for the sake of the Church collectively, as well as (T^ 
laymen individually, that, without any infringement of order, the^ 
may share those duties, by the discharge of which they may bes'^ 
acquit themselves of their responsibilities. 

A year since I had not, perhaps, written so strongly; but a 
partial insight into the heathenism of London has convinced me 
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that the clergy are powerless, from their small number, against it. 
Suffer me to say it — they must not be jealous of lay help, but throw 
upon laymen all the work they can properly delegate, in order to 
have more time and fresher energies for the work which is entirely 
their own. 

What is to be the work of laymen in the Church is the question 
which has now to be solved ; and the want of a solution of it, and 
the exclusion of laymen from any recognised position, any oiBBce or 
work in the Church — ^I had almost said, from any place in the 
Church, — ^has been, and is, one of the hindrances to Church pro- 
gress. To it we probably owe a great part of the Dissent which 
has estranged, and keeps estranged, multitudes from the Church. 

This difficulty is, however, only a part of a larger one with 
which we are forced by the necessities of the times to grapple. 
The whole of our Church system requires to be reconstituted and 
expanded. Our present organization is utterly unequal to the 
demands made upon it. I speak as a layman, drawing my con- 
clusions from what I hear and see around me. The dioceses are 
80 large, that the Bishops cannot superintend them. They are 
strangers almost entirely to the laity, and to the greater part of their 
clergy; seeing some of them from time to time officially, others 
more rarely— some probably never, except at visitations — quite 
wiable to consult with them, to lead them, to support them. — 
knowing little of their difficulties, and having little of their con- 
fidence. The clergy are consequently left to themselves; each man 
18 alone in his parish, and each parish is isolated from its neigh 
tours. There is none of that union which would enable one parish 
*o supplement the deficiences of another, and which, by inducing 
Wenaly co-operation, and inciting to friendly emulation, preserves 
life and warmth, and gives vigour and strength. What would be 
for the common good of all is left undone, because the parson will 
^ot step outside his own parish to do it, and there is no one to take 
^^^ lead. The layman will not obtrude himself on the clergyman's 
^ork ; the rector will not interfere with his neighbour, whose busi- 
J^ss it is as much as his own ; and the Bishop^ never hears of it, or 
k^^ows that it needs to be done. 

Then, again, look at our parochial system. In large towns it has 
Practically broken down, and come to an end. The clergyman is 
^J.9oe amidst a mass of people whom he cannot reach or influence. 
**-is congregation is gathered from distant parts, whilst his own 
Parishioners go elsewhere. He feels the parochial system chiefly in 
^^^tched vestry squabbles, and in the difficulty of applying for 
Assistance to parishioners who are strangers to him. In the country, 
^tilst gladly and fully acknowledging the inestimable benefits 
^^rived from our parochial system, and the advantages which have 
^rued from our parish churches, dotted everywhere over the 
Country, with the manse near, inhabited by cultivated men, ordi- 
narily not so rich as to be far above their neighbours, nor so poor 
as to be dependent on them, setting them an example of a virtuous 
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and sober life, — the clasa who, unsurpassed in any country, have by 
their daily practice, their kindness, and their sympathy, 

" Allured to brighter worlds, and led the way," 

Still even this system everyone must admit is imperfect: men 
are left too long in the same place to waste their energies after 
the work which thev could do is done. The man whose proyinoe 
it isvto break up fallow ground is placed where one who knows how 
to build up is rather wanted ; there is no provision for shifting 
men from places for which they are unsuited to posts where they 
would be useful ; no provision for men disabled by age or sick- 
ness ; no provision for encouraging or refreshing the weary, or for 
stimulating those who have fallen from their fii*st industry. 

To go nearer the source. The training of our clergy is sadly 
deficient, or rather there is none at all before their ordination; 
there is no division of labour, no attempt to distribute them 
according to their gifts. Nor do I see how this should be effected 
without some modification of our parochial system, a modification 
of such a kind as should provide for the distribution of the offices 
of the Church to men according to their qualifications for them, 
and for making use of the services of laymen and laywomen, which 
have until lately been lost to the Church, or made antagonistic 
to her. 

My subject, the Hindrances to Church Progress, does not reqni^ 
me, nor have I time to enter upon the details of these modifications: 
but I will bring this paper to a close with two observations upon 
the manner of making them. 

First — I desire, as I believe every thoughtful member of the 
Church does, that whatever reforms or alterations are required in 
our Church system should be originated and made spontaneouslj 
within the Church, and should not be forced upon us by Parliament, 
or the action of hostile bodies. And therefore I respectfully entreat 
the Right Reverend the Bishops, the Fathers of our Church, at 
once and without delay to initiate such changes in the organization 
of our Church as may make it more efficient, more capable of 
overtaking the work which has increased, and increases upon it, 
better adapted to the conditions and necessities of the present 
time. 

Secondly — I venture to adopt and urge upon all members of the 
Church, clerical and lay, the advice given by Lord Lyttelton in a 
letter recently printed in the Ouardian : " Do not be afraid of 
innovation.'' ^y which I do not understand his Lordship to 
suggest, nor do I suggest the invention of any new doctrine, or the 
suppression of the least particle of the truth, but I refer to the 
modification of that part of our Church system which the Church 
has made and may unmake, so as to adapt it to the growing 
necessities and shifting conditions of passing years. ** Our people, 
said a clergyman to me lately, one whose praise is in the Church 
for the activity and success of his ministrations, "have no faitJ* 
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n m!* How should they, I answer, so long as you have no 
faith in yourselves or your Church ? I am no enemy to a cere- 
monial which is worthy of religion, but I protest against the 
freedom of the Church in matters of ceremonial being abridged by 
those who are lovers of it. So long as you rub old brasses in 
order to determine the embroidery to be placed on a cope, or the 
exact shape of a dalmatic — so long as you hunt for old memoirs 
and forgotten inventories in order that you may copy servilely what 
was done centuries ago, under different conditions of thought and 
habit and climate ; so long as you insist that nothing may be done 
but after some pattern invented by wise and good men for a different 
age— 80 long your people will not believe in you. How should 
tliey, when you show that you have no faith in the Church of 
^*y# hy denying to it what you concede to the Church of some 
centuries ago — ^the right to adapt its organization and its ceremonial 
to the tastes and prepossessions and wants and habits of the present 
generation? Away with such unworthy bondage to antiquity. 
Smrnvd corda ? Do not dig in the charnel-house of history for an 
Weal church which never existed. Do not search for details not to 
be found, and useless if they could be found — Look forward, and 
endeavour to make the Church, not what she was in past ages of 
wolence and ignorance, but such as she is to be when she shall be 

Krfected, and made meet for the appearance of her Lord and 
aster. So labouring will your aspirations rise higher: so will 
roa walk in a purer light, and draw inspiration from the hills 
whence cometh salvation, and build on the foundation of the faith 
>nce delivered to the saints a building of which you shall not be 
shamed when it is tried by fire. 



ADDEESSES AND DISCUSSION. 

M^r. John M. Clabon. — I propose to use the fifteen minutes allowed me in mentioning, 
th great humility/those matters with seem to me, as a practical Lay churchman, to 
hindrances to Church progress. 

Narrowness of spirit forms the great hindrance to Church progress. It leads to 
tt^mes, which beget divisions. Christendom is split into schisms, instead of acting 
tether as one great body. We are too much occupied in internal disputes to do 
f grand duty of evangelizing the world. 

confining ourselves within the limits of our own Church, how sad it is to note — 
t» our divisions, for, with a little charity, those who disagree in opinion might act 
Tether in essentials — but the bitterness of feeling which these divisions create, and 
ich necessarily prevents unity of action. 

Let us take the Holy Communion as illustrating the minute nature of our divisions 
opinion. May it not be said : 

1) That all who profess them honestly are on the road to the same heaven; and 

2) That the discussion of the dogma takes away the life of the sacrament. 

iVhat the Christian wants is something which shall bring him nearer to his Lord, 
e kneeling, humble suppliant desires to be brought into the more immediate 
»ence of his crucified Redeemer. One, who in dogma calls the Sacrament simply 
remembrance, yet, drawing near with faith, realisea th's presence. Another 
[uires more evidence of presence, more ceremonial, a more exalted form of dogma ; 
1 is thus brought into the same presence. The worshippers are one in Christ, 
at they do not deem themselves so is the result of their narrowness of spirit. 
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Look at other differenoeB of opinion between the High and Low Chnrchmaa. The 
one forgets that ceremonial is not matter of essence— that new observances often 
create more opposition, evil in itself, and leading to evil, in one direction, than tliqr 
do good in another. He sometimes forgets his duty of obedience to, and his respeetfor 
his ecclesiastical superiors. The other, who has been brought up in the habii of per- 
forming the services in a dull, tame manner, looks on the Anglican as a Bonan 
Catholic in disguise, and despises the frequent services and communion, the well- 
tuned choir, and the always open church. 

Is there not hindrance to Church progress on both sides. Might there not be 
found a rule of Christian unity between them — unity in essentials, charity in minor 
matters. 

I now proceed to specify instances of special hindrance to Church progress. 

The Church wants more visitations of Bishops to cleigy, and of clergy to peopk 
She wants more inter-communication between her members, a better marshalling of 
her g^ant strength. 

She wants more visitations of Bishops to clergy. It is not necessary to have mon 
Bishops like those now existing. It is well that we have the present number; (hey 
form the only representatives of the Church in Parliament; it is desirable that men 
of their dignity should be at the head of Church affidrs. But this order of men do 
not perform those duties of visitation which are so much needed. The formal, lifeks 
visitations of the present day do not require to be multiplied. We want fireqoent 
personal inspection of the church, and the parsonage, and the school, and the paii&h; 
at which the Bishop should see with his own eyes, and hear with his own ears, and 
speak his own words, to the assembled Churchmen of the parish. 

The union of Archdeaconries and Canonries into Assistant Bishoprics would give 
us such visiting Bishops. The Archdeacons at present have no time for episeopil 
duty; their emolument is so small that they necessarily hold livings, and their 
parochial duties are incompatible with diocesan functions. But let them hold 
Canonries instead of benefices, and this, with some diminution of the number of 
Canonries, would g^ve us one oi two Assistant Bishops for each diocese, with soffieient 
emolument and proper residences derived from the Canonries. 

The clergyman is sometimes a hindrance to Church progress. 

He is so, who preaches long sermons, dull sermons, very learned sermons, odld 
sermons. 

A sermon should be above all full of love ; it should be earnest, plain, short, foil 
of application. 

How seldom is a sermon preached which a child or an uneducated person caa 
understand ; and yet, the plain sermon suited for the child is that most suited for the 
adult, however high his education ; you have not to address his intellect ; it is his 
heart which you want to reach, and the same words will reach the hearts of all 
classes 

The preaching of extempore sermons ought to be made a necessary part of the 
education of the clergy. There is generally more love and more earnestness in soeh 
sermons. But the main reason in their favour is that the poor are prejudiced agaioBt 
Trritten sermons. They think that any one can read them a sermon, and that the 
preacher should speak to them. 

The following reasons for not going to Church, recently g^ven by poor people, are 
suggestive — 

** Why don't the parsons preach so as we can understand them. We don't want 
them six-foot words. Don't suit us chaps." 

" What's the use of going to listen to a man reading. I could do that" 

*' The sermons are dull." 

The incumbent who does not himself thoroughly visit the poor of his flock is 
a hindrance to Church progress. 

It is well known to all that the working classes do not attend Church services. 
Our schools seem to produce but little fruit in religion. Whether the feult be that 
the religious teaching in them is overdone, that the morning and afternoon school, 
where the children are dully catechised by untrained teachers, and the morning and 
afternoon services, where they are stowed away in heat, and out of sight and hearingt 
make the remembrance of Sunday hateful ; or whether our mismanaged pew and 
seat system, with its want of proper accommodation* for the poor, repels them; certain 
it is that the adult working classes do not come to Church. 

Now the great value of our parochial system, which is the essence of the union 
of Church and State, is, that the incumbent is responsible for the religious instruction 
of the residents within his parish. He is the messenger sent of God to teach them 
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matters relaiiiig to their bouIs; and yet, according to our system, this responsibility, 
ith reference to the poor who do not come to Church, is matter between him and 
od. No Bishop, no court, can compel him to visit the poor ; at the visitation no 
oe asks how many such visits he has paid. He may have been rector for fifty years, 
ad never have entered a cottage. 

That the missionary duty of visiting the poor is often performed is not denied ; it 
I no doabt^ to some extent, done by curates and district visitors. But in the great 
Qjyority of cases, and generally bv the incumbent himself, this most important 
nstoral duty is much neglected, ana no episcopal questions asked on the subject 

The indisposition of the clergy to avail themselves of the aid of the more educated 
tmong the laity is also a hindrance to Church progress. They accept the services 
i laymen in the lower duties of Sunday-School teaching and district visiting, but 
un jealous of having their assistance in the higher duties of reading and preaching 
rhere are thousands of qualified laymen, most anxious and willing to give help 
mder the direction of Bishop and incambent, in schoolroom services and other ways. 
Bad the clergy of London been wise, the whole of the 350 missionaries of the London 
CSty Mission might have been under their direction. The Bishops have expressed 
their willingness to appoint laymen in aid of the clergy, and a few such appointments, 
>ith the consent, of course, of the clergyman of the parish, have been made. But the 
indisposition of incumbents to accept such aid prevents the development of this most 
MooBary step. 

Homerous instances can be pointed out where the poor never come to the Church 
*-where the parochial schoolroom, placed among the poorest districts, is well situated 
for Bervices to catch the adult poor — where no services are held there by the clergy — 
vhere a short, earnest service, wiUi good mnsic, would attract the poor — and where 
^ are laymen burning to give aid by asking the poor to come, and performing the 
i^ce to those who attend, under the direction of the incumbent ; but where the 
'itterwill not give his consent to these most necessary ministrations. Who can 
^Btimate the loss of souls by the want of such services 1 

Many laymen, in their zeal to save these souls, have gone out to preach to, and to 
»ach them, without warrant. The ecclesiastical authority denied, they have pre- 
«Kd to minister without it, than to do nothing. Many more would follow their 
*epfl» but from the feeling that such ministrations, without authority, tend towards, 
r they are not, schism. And yet it seems a hard thing to see souls perishing, and 
lot to put forth the hand to save them. 

One principal hindrance to Church progress remains to be mentioned, viz. the 
Pftthy of Churchmen in defending their Church from external foes. 

There are but few Churchmen who will not advocate theoretically the union of 
SiMch and State ; yet how few care to do anything to support it I 

The Liberation Society raises many thousands a year, and floods the country with 
^cinres and publications aimed at the union. 

Churchmen will hardly move to defend it. On minor points of lighting candles, 
r Testments, or more reverence at Holy Communion, they will go wild. They seem 
care but little for such a momentous question as whether the Church shall be 
't^eaerved in union with the State. 

The Church Institution was established to defend the Church from external attack, 
•^ore particularly in Parliament It is a hindrance to Church progress that it is not 
^efficiently supported. 

A main reason for this want of support may be that the Institution, in order to 
^eo Churchmen of all shades of politics, was constituted as a non-political body. 

It is now a grave question whether this abstinence from politics is not a mistake. 
* is quite right that the Institution should neither be Tory, or Conservative, or 
"^, or Radical. What it should do is to place the Church above them all. 

Churchmen, as such, do not now intervene at elections, and do not care to question 
he candidate on Church matters. They vote for him because he is a Churchman, or 
jcaose he is a sedate politician, whom they do not suspect of being an advocate for 
^^e. But no sooner is he elected, than he find himself beset by political Dis- 
^ters, who frighten him ; and, amidst the apathy of his brother Churchmen, he is 
^ to fear ; and by degrees drifts into the tide of false liberalism which is sweeping 
^'md the Church ; whereas, if Churchmen had been active at his election, and after 
.'* election, he would have seen that theirs is the real power of the State, and that 
»« new cries of Church-rate Abolition, Opening of Church Colleges and Church 
stools to Dissenters, and other attacks on the Church, meet with some measure of 
access, because Churchmen think they can keep what they have got, without taking 
^y trouble to defend it 



306 Hindrances to Clmrch Progress. 

The time for election is fast approaching. Churchmen will have opportaidties 
which Uiey never had before. The newlj enfranchised electors are of a class viiieh 
is acoesaible to influence, for good or for evil. Let the legitimate influence of cleig^ 
and laity be exercised on them, and on all electors, for good. Let the old watdiworde 
of party be forgotten, and let the inquiry be whether the candidate will defend the 
Church. Let there no more be such hindrance to Church progress as neglect of 
Church electors, clerical and lay, to do their duty as regards the great principle 
of Church and State. 

Churchmen, rest not quiet with the idea that there is no danger. Already tbe 
leader of the old Whig party has announced attacks on the Irish Chureh, en Chaich- 
rates, and on Religious Education, as his programme for the future. The Irish Chordi 
will first be assailed. She is the outwork of the United Church. Break down ber 
bulwarks, and ours are in danger. Take away her property, and it follows that lU 
property giyen for Church purposes may be seixed and secularized, if it can only be 
made out that the majority of the nation (and if the nation, why not the county, or 
the parish) are not Churchmen. The battle of the United Church is fint to be 
fought in Ireland, and woe be to us in England if we desert our duty to our brethren 
there. 

Churchmen, go home from Congress with this motto — God's Church abon fldf; 
God's Church above party. 

If Churchmen would act on it individually and in combination, all MndranceB to 
the progress of the United Church of England and Ireland would vanish as miBis 
before the mid-day sun. 

The Yen. Archdxacon Dbnison, who was received with loud cheers, said :-^}iT. 
Pearson had said that the traditional faith was gone, and he replied '<No." (Cheen.) 
If it had he should almost wish to lie down and die. (Etenewed cheerii^.) He 
entirely agreed with Mr. Clabon about sermons. (Laughter.) He thought they were 
very dull things indeed. (Renewed laughter.) He was dining the other day, is 
London, with an English gentleman who had been a long time in India, and smneho^ 
or other the conversation turned upon preaching. He (Archdeacon Denisoa) le- 
marked during that conversation that he aimed at preaching ten minutes in (he 
morning. "Dear me, sir, where do you live 1 " asked the ge|^leman — (laughter)—" J 
should like to come to your church every Sunday." (Continned laughter.) He wooU 
tell them another little story. He was preaching a short time ago in Bristol, and th* 
papers described him thus : — '* The sermon was preached by that sturdy ecclesiastic' 
(laughter) — who has no eloquence, but is acceptable to some people because h 
calls a spade a spade." (Much laughter.) He accepted the description. (Oheei9< 
He thought it was most honourable, and he was now going to eaXL a spade a spade. 

The rev. gentleman then proceeded with his address as follows : — 

I understand these words as proposing an inquiry touching the specific causes whid 
have assisted to hinder the progress of the Church of England from the Reformatio^ 
to the present time. That there are hindrances to Church progress everywhere, an* 
at all times, is a self-evident proposition, and need not be enlarged upon. That tb 
Church of England has not made the progress which she ought to hAve made, an 
that this has been owing to certain specific hindrances, are oUier self-evident pre 
positions. 

I believe these hindrances to bo principally as follows : — I say " principally," be 
cause I caimot attempt here even to enumerate all of them. I confine myself, then 
fore, to a few words upon some of the most prominent and most powerful. 

The first hindrance is that the Church of England has been represented, and i 
still represented, by many of her members— Bishops, Clergy, and people— to be nc 
80 much a Church of affirmation of the truth, as of negation of error. In other wordi 
that more stress has been laid, and is laid upon, the &ct that the Church of Eoglan 
13 not Roman Catholic than that she is Catholic. It was, indeed, only natural tha 
in the period next following upon the Reformation, when the severance had just take 
place, and there was less "free handling" of the Bible and of many of the veritii 
contained therein, and held in common by both Churches, than there has been sine 
and is now, men's minds should be mainly directed to the grounds of the severane 
But, though, so long as Rome is what she is, these may not be put out of sight, it hi 
been a great and very weakening misfortune that the negative character of the Chnrc 
of England should have in many minds obtained so large a preponderance as to hai 
overlaid all else. Instance in the case of the Holy Eucharist. It has been tersely ao 
truly said by one of our eminent theologians, speaking of our own case, " Dread < 
Transubstantiation has made the Sacrament a ceremony." Men in contending again) 
the corporal or physical presence have forgotten " the Real Presence," in repudiatin 
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ifhat is fiilse ha^e come not to believe in what is true ; and bo it oft^n happens that 
a member of the Church of England, going to his clergyman to ask what is the doc- 
trine of the Church of England in respect of the Holy Eucharist, gets less than what 
he might in many cases make out for himself by looking carefully to Holy Scripture, 
the Prayer-book, and the Articles. 

It JA needlesB to enlarge, before an audience like this, upon the great weakness of 
the negatiye position, when thus insisted upon to the exclusion or disparagement of 
the positiye. It makes men fall into all manner of vaguenesses and unrealities of 
thought and statement about the Church and the Ministry, and about what they 
beUere as members of the Church, being content with this, that they are against 
Borne. The opposite danger which is at least as great as any danger from Bome— the 
danger from Pnritanism or ultra-Protestantism — is put out of sight, if, indeed, it be 
not welcomed ; and the Church is resolved into a Presbyterate and something more ; 
into Independent Congregationalism, with the forms of Episcopacy~a position wholly 
^onign to all her nature and her claims. The truth itself does not suffer in the pro- 
eeii, for this idways remains one and the same; but its power over men's minds is 
aadly weakened in men's hands. There supervenes also that evil thing, a habit of 
self-oongratulation and self-satisfiiction, which comes of spending one's religious life 
chiefly in abusing other people ; with a tendency to extend the antagoniam between 
the Chnrches beyond its true boundaries to some verities which they hold in 
common. 

^0 Church can do its work healthily and vigorously under such conditions as 
tiiese. A Church which is thus represented — not at all as she represents herself — 
u concerned principally with negation of errors in doctrine, must always, in propor- 
ti(m to the effect of such misrepresentation, be weak as an instrument for retaining 
or winning souls. 

The gecond principal hindrance is the position of the English Episcopate. I am 
*Pf^g in this place only of the impossibility of any adequate discharge of the 
^tiial duties of the Episcopal of&ce by the existing Home Episcopate ; and I am 
speaking to those who believe that, without an Episcopate adequate to the spiritual 
i^ods of a Church, that Church must languish and fail in its work, whatever other 
^ortg may be made to promote its efficiency. 

If all our Bishops had all the powers and energies, and all the concentration of them 
^Qthe work of the Episcopate that it is possible for men to have, they could not do 
f^e a fourth part of the proper work of their dioceses. I hold that 200,000 souls 
u qnite as many as ought to be under the supervision of one Bishop ; or, to put it 
^ another way, no diocese should be so large or so populous as to prevent the Bishop 
confirming every year in every parish church. 

I hold, again — and the reasonableness of this at least no one will deny — first, that 
^ work of two dioceses ought, under no circumstances, to be laid upon one Bishop ,* 
^^xt, that a Bishop with &iling health and energies ought not to be left to such casual 
help u he may be able to find. There are two causes of incapacity, the diocesan and 
the personal, both urgently demanding large augmentation of the Home Episcopate, 
•^dl am bound to add here, with all respect for the ex-Colonial Bishops, that of all 
JJ*y8 of supplementing the deficiency at home, the way of depending upon the ex- 
^lonial Bishops is, under all its. aspects, the worst. 

The work, then, of the Home Episcopate being impossible to be done, it can be 
fatter of no surprise that there should be no true appreciation of the Episcopate by 
^he people at large. 

It is just as if a priest had a parish so large and populous as to overtask all his 
^ergies and will, and were, nevertheless, without stated and regular assistance. On 
Bome minds this state of things acts in such a way as to supply an excuse for idleness 
^ neglect. But in a case where this cannot be alleged, what happens ] The priest 
^not bring his work home to the hearts and minds of his people. In like manner, 
^0 Bishop can do this in any one of our large and unwieldy dioceses ; especially if 
Di^Uch of his time and energies — which if all were applied to the spiritual part of the 
®^**Jj;e, would not be enough — is concerned with dealing with questions of adminis- 
^tion, which were much better left, at least in the first instance, to the subordinate 
^eers of the diocese. The mechanism of our dioceses is in itself excellent, but its 
^tire action is feeble because of the strain that is put upon the mainspring, and the 
**«te of power that ensues. The Home Episcopate, then, not being brought face to 
'•ce wiUi the people in its spiritual aspect, the people do not understand, and cannot 
H>preciate it. This is evidenced, among other things, by the difficulty, allowed on 
fU hands, of finding money for an increase of the Episcopate. The richest people 
^ the world, who make no difficulty in finding money for other spiritual uses, close 

X2 
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their hand, hecaase their heart, to the call to help to make the chief ministry of their 
Church a living power— and what wonder 1 Those who have no adequate experience 
of the effects of an institution, however venerable, cannot be expected to understand 
the need of it ; and so we have Secretaries of State writing that railroads and the 
penny post may be taken to supply the want of Assistant Bishops. On the other 
hand, we have ** Anglicanus " writing to the Times, and confessing that railways and 
the penny post cannot meet the evil, and proposing that priests shall confirm iiuteid 
of Bishops. 

The issue of the debates this year upon Lord Lyttelton's Bill in both Hoiuesof 
Parliament, with many things said and not said in the debates themselves, is greatly 
to be regretted for two principal reasons. One, that of the two objects of the Bill, 
the lesser object only, that of the creation of three new Sees, has been approved; the 
greater object, that of the restoration of Assistant Bishops, has been rejected; the 
other, that the ecclei^iastical position of the Episcopate has been subordinated to the 
civil, and social, and financial position— the spiritual needs of the Church to what 
are assumed to be the exigences of her temporal condition — the essence of the Choreli 
to one of its accidents. 

I call the issue a great misfortune, because it interferes at a very critical time,and,aB 
it seems to me, upon no sound grounds, to prevent the removal of a principal hindrance 
to the progress of the Church of England. I regard the Bill, robbed as it is of its 
suffragan clauses, as not only of no value, but as rather damaging than otherwise, and I 
am thankful that it has failed to become law. I hope all like Bills will have a liko 
fate. And I think that the Church has deep cause to deplore that a proposal to infiue 
life and vigour into the Home Episcopate by the means of Assistant Bishops to meet 
the crying necessities of overgrown and unmanageable dioceses — such as are oi/ the 
English and Welsh dioceses, as well as the continually-recurring cases of sickness or 
other infirmity and incapacity, should not have received the hearty and unanimous 
support of the whole Episcopate. It is such things as this Bill as it left the Hoos^ 
of Lords, proceeding from within the Church, that cripple and hinder her far moi9 
than any amount of assault from without. 

The third principal hindrance is a thing of our own time — ^that unhealthy excres- 
cence of Government, the quasi- Ministry of "Education,'* the Committee of Coimc^ 
on Education, with which, in an unhappy hour, the Church of England entere»- 
into alliance. The Church would be far stronger at this day, both as a Church an^ 
as an establishment, if she had never made herself a party to a contract ratified onl^ 
to be broken. I remember being present at the debate in the House of Lords ii*' 
1840, and how the majority of 110 there was overridden by a majority of two intb^ 
House of Commons. I will not say that I had then the same confirmed and settled 
opinion of the thing that I have had since 1847, but I saw enough to make me fore- 
cast the issue. Since 1847 I have done what I could to expose the danger. In respect 
to the latest anti-Church development of the Committee of Council — being its first 
" ostentatious " interference with the religious character of a Church school, that 
which, by a curious misnomer, is called the " Conscience Clause " — I have gone into 
this so fully in every possible way, and upon every occasion open to me, that I will 
not repeat myself here. I will only say that nothing which has been, or seems likely 
to be, done in this matter by the present Government, has made any real diflference 
in respect of the grievance of conscience, of which the " Conscience Clause " is the 
instrument. 

But there is a thing of earlier growth — a part of the management of parish 
schools by the managers themselves — which appears to me to be also a principal 
hindrance, and upon which I cannot avoid touching here. I am going to say what 
many will not like to hear, but say it I must. 

Many managers of schools admit children of Dissenting parents into their schools 
on week-days, and on Sundays know nothing of them, except that they go to the 
Dissenting Sunday-school and the meeting-house. 

Under this system the parish school becomes a place of something even worse 
than *' secular education " for all such children — to say nothing of the damage which 
is done in the process to the children of the Church ; for what religious teaching the 
Dissenter's child may receive in the parish school, if he receive any, is either wholly 
undone on the Sunday, or, if it remain at all in the mind, is there only to prodjioe 
a mixed belief— i.e. no "belief." Of all bad things that can be done to a child, 
there is nothing to compare to teaching him two religions ; and in respect of the 
Church herself, the point I press is this — that to deal in this way with her com- 
mission to teach is not only not to promote her progress, but to detract from her 
authority, diminish her title to respect, and to hinder her living power. 
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The fourth principal hindrance i& the Parliamentary position. 
One hundred and eighty years ago thnt excellent thing toleration by law began in 
England. But good things became bad in men's hands. Toleration, excellent in 
itself, was of very doubtful origin with us, and has, as might have been expected, 
been turned into licence —licence again, into successful invasion of rights and privi- 
leges, however carefully these may have been supposed to be guarded and secured by 
Common and Statute law ; and the Parliamentary struggle now is, not at all that no 
sect or denomination shall be subject to the Church, but that the Church shall be the 
servant of the sects. 

Ko man, then, can say that the Parliamentary position is favourable to the Church, 
except, indeed, it may be by way of counterpoise to its own weight, as tending to 
correct its own mischief, and to create, under the sense of a common danger, a more 
united and earnest spirit, and a more uniform and concerted action, amongst Church 
people. In that case good will come out of the evil. Divine institutions never suffer 
except by the fault of those to whose care they are committed. But what is the actual 
position? Church people do not Ehow that earnest and united spirit, nor are there 
signs of vigour and concerted action. Parliament cannot help the Church. If it 
stopped here it would not much matter, but Parliament will not allow the Church to 
pelp herself. Now, the Church is to Parliament what Belgium has been to Europe — 
It is the battle-field of Parliament. In proportion as there is less conflict in Par- 
liament upon questions of worldly policy, the conflict upon Church questions stands 
ont in its natural and true proportions. In this Parliament is only obeying an in- 
exorable law of the civil, social, political, and religious condition of the English 
P^ple. Out of the great movement of the sixteenth century came thoughts and 
pwposes hostile to the Church, both in itself— that is, in its essence, and in its cha- 
'^^r as the national Church- that is, in one of its own accidents. These thoughts 
»na purposes have gained strength steadily, and are now all but dominant in Parlia- 
y^Jit. Liberalism sprang out of Nonconformity ; it centres in Nonconformity. The 
Parliamentary aspect is, therefore, rather that of repeated and crushing defeat, or of 
"^id, feeble, uncertain, hesitating, and compromising defence ; and for the last, the 
^'^t of union among the Bishops in the House of Lords, and among the clergy out 
J^f is not unreasonably alleged as an excuse. 

liook at the Church-rate question. Every Dissenter is to have the free use of 
J^rch and churchyard, but need pay nothing to maintain either, if he does not like, 
^^ cost of maintaining for the whole community is thrown on those who do like. 
^hht a remarkable instance of civil and social justice ! Now I have never been, and 
**^ not one of those who would take away the free use, but I am one of those who 
^^iild retain the liability to pay for what is used in common. The propof>al to do 
a^ny ^i^jj yf\^2Lt is called compulsory Church-rate, and to substitute what is called 
^luntary Church-rate, is, under whatever form it be presented — whether by Mr. 
"ardcastle, or Mr. Gladstone, or Mr. Hubbard, or Mr. Hope— only a proposal to 
^^olish Church-rate under another form, less outspoken and straightforward, but the 
suae thing. 

I may be a dull and obtuse man, but I cannot comprehend what is meant by a 
"yoluntary rate." No rate is voluntary. If it is, it is not a rate. Why do people 
who want to make fundamental changes in Church and State wrap up their propo- 
sitions in unintelligible language, with just enough colour around it to mislead the 
multitude ] Is the time never to return in England when a spade is called a spade ? 
Or why, because everything in politics is become a compromise, is this discreditable 
ieature of our time to be imported into questions of religious life ] I don't know that 
Earope respects our politics the more for it. I don't think that Christendom will 
respect our religion the more for it. There is nothing which makes the soberest- 
minded people so much give up hope of " Church and State" as such imputation. 
They see the line being strained every day more and more, and they know that in the 
end it must break, and then good-bye to the monarchy and the other institutions of 
a thousand years. 

Look at the proposal for an ** Education-rate," reproducing all the grievance of 
conscience alleged to belong to the Church-rate, but without any of its justification. 
A.8 abolition of Church-rate and substitution of that legislative abortion, a " voluntary- 
!Ute," is the direct road towards separation of Church and State, so is ** Education-rate," 
aermissive or compulsory, the direct road to " secular education." The same age 
vMch destroys ** Chffrch-rates " cries out for " Education-rate." I need not draw the 
nference. 

Look at the attempt to make our old Universities no longer Church institutions, 
>ut what is called " National Institutions." The Act of Uniformity is in the way of 
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the invasion. The Act of Uniformity must be matilated. Look once more at the 
animus of Parliament about the " Conscience Clauae." Look at the Divorce Lav 
8i<le by side with the Church Law, and at what it exacts from the clergy side by side 
with the oath and duty of the clei^. I pass by some other little things. 

The fifth principal hindrance is the judicial position. 

It appears to be ruled by the Court of Final Appeal, for though it be denied that it 
19 80 ruled, facts make it so appear, that it is legally competent to a priest of the 
Church of England — denying publicly Regeneration in Holy Baptism, the Inspiration 
of Holy Scripture, and the Eternity of Punishment, denying any one or all of these 
verities, — to retain a benefice with cure of souls in the national Church. The scaudal 
and ofTence is so palpable that I need not enlarge upon it — the triumph to the adver- 
sary so great that no words can picture it. 

The last great hindrance to the progress of the Church of the Reformation his 
l>ecn her isolation. The Church of England is the Mother Church of many Ciinrches 
in lands, all of them, save one, still parts of the empire of England — C!hurchefl in- 
heriting and deriving from her all the elements of her own reformed life; not, 
indeed, in a precise u^formity, but, what is a better thing, in Catholic unity. 

The Church of England has thus long ceased to be an island Church ; and yet till ' 
now she has been an isolated Church — in unity and communion indeed with her mm; 
branches, but acting in many particulars as if she was not bound to them by the ties 
of a corporate life, in not seeking to take counsel with them touching interests mt-' 
mon to all alike ; but dealing with portions of a common treasure as though it was 
still exclusively her own to surrender or to keep. 

Men's shortcomings and faults are met by Gk>d's mercies. Out of evil woiked 
against this Church by one of her chief pastors, God has brought good. The denial 
of the truth of the Bible by Bishop Golenso, the natural sequel of " Essays and 
Keviews," has issued in a gathering together this year in London of Bishops of the 
Anglican Communion, taking counsel together for the common weal of the Ohurchefl. 
The corporate life of the Anglican Communion; the life which under God is its 
strength, of which neither Protestantism nor establishment is the .essence, which 
alone can place and represent before Christendom the Mother Church, with all her 
branches at home and abroad, in their true position, thanks be to God for His 
undeserved mercies, the corporate life of the Anglican Communion is this year 
begun. 

There have been those who should have been among the foremost to welcome the 
beginnings of this life with all their heart and mind, who have laboured to disparage 
and defeat it, their whole thoughts so absorbed in the contemplation, it would appeuTf 
of what is only an accident of the Mother Church, her establishment by law, as to be 
able to see nothing but either nullities or evil consequences in this first assembling 
to.&^ether in London of the Bishops of the Anglican Communion. 

These men are much to be pitied for their narrowness of thought and yision, their 
lack of apprehension of Catholicity, and of moral, as contrasted with legal, power. 
They are much to be pitied ; but they have worked, and will work, in vain. They 
will not be able to persuade men either of nullity or of danger, or to show that loysJty 
to the Church of England as by law established is, in any sense, incompatible wi^ 
loyalty to the Anglican Communion. 

The Synod has assembled, and has adjourned to receive the report of committee. 
Some of us, perhaps not a few, will be disappointed at the issue in one principal par- 
ticular. For my part, while I do not conceal my disappointment, I am thankfal to 
God for so much as it has seemed good to Him to give us of His undeserved mercies; 
and while I regret some things, I rejoice more than I regret, and take courage and 
see before us the prospect of unity amongst ourselves, such as I had never hoped to 
live to see, and of the manifestation of the great Anglican Communion in the face of 
Christendom, which a year ago was, I think, beyond the dream of the most sanguine 
of the sons of the Church of England. Let us be patient and wait upon God. 

These have been, and are, as I believe, the principal hindrances to the progress o^ 
the Church of England. In respect of such of them as arise directly out of the coa- 
nexion of " Church and State," no doubt danger is imminent, and drawing ne»i^^ 
every day ; while the operation of the others is more slow and subtle, but not 1*® 
sure. And yet, if Churchmen will bear and forbear, if they cannot unite; if t»^^^ 
will not " bite and devour one another ; " if they will remember a little that eV^'J* 
tiling which is not sober and chastened in religion is the natural reaction fromforJ^®^ 
excess or defect ; if they will look not to a barren uniformity, but to a prolific ur^-^^J 
ii) may still be reserved to the Church and people by the mercies of God to solv^ !P 
great problem of our time as we all pray it may be solved — a national Church dc^^ 
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its Master^B work, if not without hindrance from within or from without, for this may 
not be ; hut still doing its work to the saving of souls freely in a free people. 

Canon Seymous. — I take it for granted that the subject before us is intended to 
apply to the oyer-populous dioceses of £ngland and not to such as Chichester, 
^lisboiy, Hereford, and others which have a comparatiyely small population. Those 
dioceses are obviously in a different position to Chester, Manchester, Ripon, Durham, 
Lichfield, and I may add Rochester, since its recent addition of 300,000 souls, and 
•oihers. I call the populations of those dioceses which have outgrown the ancient 
provisions of the Church, the home colonies of England, because they are the growth 
not of a natural increase from within, but of immigration from without. The Church 
^ been trying for the last thirty years to lay hold on these vast populations, and the 
soecess which has attended her efforts, though great, is, I believe, far below what 
iDUiy imagine. I attribute that result to two things, which I will briefly state at 
<Hioe-viz., the want of an increase in the Episcopate, and the absence of Diocesan 
Synods. (Cheers.) I will take the example of London. In London we have, with- 
out doubt, a fair representation of the Christian piety and zeal of the Church : we 
hare also most certainly a full representation of our national wealth. And for many 
ysais that diocese was presided over by a Bishop second to none, Bishop Blomfield. 
XCheers.) That admirable prelate set on foot a scheme to build fifty churches, but he 
ttawecrated 100 churches, and what was the result] The arrears of spiritual des- 
titution were greater than when he began : for in a Charge which he delivered in 
1854 he stated that there were 640,000 persons still unprovided with the means of 
attending divine worship by any religious body whatever. Ten years later the 
gosent Bishop of London set on foot a great movement, upon which we all wish 
yod's blessing, for enlarging the means of grace in his diocese ; and what did he say 
^ one of his addresses on the subjects His lordship said that after making every 
allowance, not only for the Church but for every other religious body, there yet 
ffiiQained one million of persons unprovided with the means of public worship. I 
^lieve that a heavier censure upon a portion of God's Church never was utterea by a 
^^tian Bishop ; one million of souls in a single diocese unprovided with the means 
^^ Christian worship 1 There is the commentary on our present system : no more 
oisbops, no united counsels, no Diocesan Synods. (Cheers.) If it were now to be put 
y the vote here, " What is the one thing above all others the most needed ]" the reply, 
^ doubt not, would be almost unanimously, ''More Bishops." (Cheers.) Is it not, 
jl^tt, too bad for the Parliament of England, while recognising the want of more 
>^hops, to say, as it did last session, that not a single additional Bishop shall be 
l^^ted, except on terms which it is impossible for the Church to comply with? 
'*>eer8.) This important subject has been debated in Parliament on principles more 
'^^lar than religious — ^more with regard to the external dignity of Bishops than the 
^^ds of the Church of Christ. While, however, I would not wish to see the income 
the social position of a single Bishop diminished — for I believe no incomes are 
'^ter spent— (cheers.)— 1 would ask what harm could arise if the number of Bishops 
^i^e increased, even if they could not all have the same salaries? (Cheers.) Has 
^^ harm followed the increase of parish priests, although we could not give to all of 
Qm ancient glebes and sufficient endowments? (Cheers.) Suppose Dr. Gray or Dr. 
'Iwyn, or the Bishops of Illinois or Tennessee, were Bishops of England, would the 
^urch be endangered because we would not give them each 4,000/. a year 1 (Cheers.) 
know it is said we might multiply the officers of the Church who have power to 
nfirm ; and I agree with the Archdeacon of Taunton, that every parish should see 
e Bishop of the diocese, if not every year, every two or three years ; but it is not a 
lestion of Confirmations merely. (Cheers.) It is a question whether the masses 
all have the means of worshipping God at all and of learning the faith of Christ, 
hat we want is the frequent presence of our Bishop dwelling amongst us, to organise 
d enforce schemes for the progress of the Church in a way that none but a Bishop 
a do. (Cheers.) I pass on to the want of Diocesan Synods ; and I doubt not, if I 
aid put that also to the vote as the second need of the Church, every hand would be 
Id up. (Cheers.) I say this, not as my own idea, for the Lower House of the 
invocation of this province has, with almost unanimous voice, prayed their lordships 
the Upper House to grant the clergy and laity the opportunity of meeting their 
shops in Diocesan' Synods. I believe the benefits that would flow from it would be 
ore than can be estimated. (Cheers.) 

The Eabl op Harrowby. — It is sometimes astonishing to us laymen to see how the 
ergy differ amongst themselves as to the greatest wants of the Church ; and I must 
y, from what has just passed, the prospects of an increase in the Episcopate are not 
$ry encouraging. Archdeacon Denison was glad that the bill of my noble friend. 
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Lord Lyttclton, had not succeeded ; vbile, on the other hand, the last speaker told us 
that it was the irreatcst scandal apon the Legislature that they had not carried it iato 
effect. Which are unhappy laymen to believe 1 (Laughter and cries of "BothiT 
I do not know how that is to be done, but I will yentare to say that Parliament has 
been ratlicr hardly dealt with, for a state of mind is attributed to it in reference to 
the Church which is far from being the truth. Look at the state of the Church at 
the prcRcnt moment, and remember what it was thirty or forty years ago, and yoa 
will find that during that time Parliament has hardly rejeeted a single measure for 
the good of the Church, and passed many good ones. (Cries of "Oh, oh?") •'Oh" 
is no answer to the statement, and those who cry ••Oh" had better say wbatwod 
measure has l)cen rejected by Parliament which the Church has pressed upon it. With 
regard to Lord Lyttclton's bill for the increase of the Episcopate, how did it fitilt 
The Bishops opposed it, and the Bishops rejected it. (Cheers.) They rejected it opoi 
two grounds; one was that the funds of the KcclesiasticallCommissioners werenotto 
be employed for the support of the now Bishops, and the other was that th« set 
Bit^hops were not of necessity to sit in Parliament. Were those grounds upon idiidi 
the Church would say now that the Bishops were justified in rejecting the measorat 
(Loud cries of " No, no.") Had the Bishops no faith in the Church 1 (Cheers.) Had 
they no confidence in the liberality of those people who were crying out that the 
great want of the times was more Bishops, but they must draw upon the miserable 
revenues of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, who are every day called upon to supply 
most pressing wants, and who at the present moment contribute more to the Epia- 
copate than they receive from Episcopal funds % (Cheers.) But do the clergy belfere 
an increase of the Episcopate to be the first and principal want of the Chui^? Ida 
not believe it ; and until I see clergymen more obedient to their superiors— (load 
cheers) — until I see them paying greater attention to the united opinions of the 
Episcopal Bench upon certain practices — I doubt whether an increase in number of 
Bishops would increase the authority of that Bench. (Cheers.) I believe that one of 
the greatest hindrances to the progress of the Church has been the want of sympathy 
on the part of the clergy towards the laity, and their unwillingness to admit the lai^ 
as a portion of the Church system. (Cheers.) I am no Presbyterian. I respect moifc 
cordially the distinctive principles of my own Church, but we might safely bonow • 
leaf from the Presbyterian book in that respect. Among that body, laymen hold 
distinct and recognised offices. The elders assist the clergy in temporal and eTea 
spiritual matters, and though I would not introduce the term ** elder" in the Ghnrdi. 
of England, I would enlarge the number of churchwardens or sidesmen, or whaterer 
else they might be called, and I would have them set to work to assist the cleigj- 
This would giro the clergy more time to attend to their own particular duties, and 
the neglect of the growing population, for fear of raising a prejudice, the grestesfc 
hindrance to Church progress, would cease. (Cheers.) As it is, a large proportional 
the population — some say one-half, but that I think an exaggeration— grow np ii»- 
indifference to or hostility to or separation from the Church, and then people tom- 
round and express surprise that the extension of the Church is hindered. Aflei^ 
working without the co-operation of the people, and with the positive hostility of » 
portion, then when that hostility is beginning to tell, the clergy suddenly wake np 
from their slumber and talk of an increase of the Episcopate and Diocesan Synods 
being the great remedy for the evil I (Laughter.) I do not say that an increase ixi- 
the Episcopate is not desirable, for I have always supported it, and I have no greats 
objection to see Diocesan Synods held if under proper regulations, but it would be ao- 
experiment, and requires mature consideration. What is necessary is that the country 
should be properly taught their own religion. That is the way to reclaim the maas©® 
of the people, and not the introduction of processions and banners. (Great cheering-) 
Do not suppose you are going to convert men's minds by appeals to the senses, to th© 
neglect of argument. (Cheers. ) Do not lower religion to the ignorance of th.^ 
illiterate, but let reclamation be effected by instructing them in the highest requir^ 
ments of a pure faith. (Loud cheers. ) Do not have recourse to the emblems aa^ 
symbols of the middle ages, which were suited to a time when only the clergy conl<* 
either read or write, but rather cherish the apostolic ordinance of preaching— (cheen^ 
— for whatever may be said against sermons, this I will declare on my own behalf 
that I never heard a sermon in my life from which it was not entirely my own fault i* 
I did not carry away something valuable. (Loud cheer?.) It is, however, remarkable 
that we hear more about the badness and dulness of sermons from the clergy thai* 
from the laity. (Cheers.) A man cannot go on for twenty years and always preacp 
good sermons — we cannot expect moving eloquence every Sunday in the year— i* ^ 
not in the market and cannot be had. People ought not go to church for it; but rather to 
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eminded of their duty. They do not as a rule go with " itching ears," but from 
sire to carry home with them some good thought or sentiment which may cheer 
Q through the week, or some good advice which may help them to resist tempta- 
. (Loud cheers. ) 

ORD Lyttelton. — A famous writer in the last century, Horace Walpole, was 
ised of being a great sinecurist. He replied that he held three sinecures ; it was 
je true, and he was quite useless, but not more so than Archdeacons or country 
tlemen. I knew an able clergyman who told me he had been all his life trying to 
I out what an Archdeacon had to do — (a laugh) — and there is the well-known 
*y of the man who said that after a long inquiry he had found out that an Arch- 
ecu is a man who performs archidiaconal duties. (Great laughter.) I must say, 
reyer, with reference to my excellent friend the Archdeacon of Taunton, I am not 
isfied with any of these definitions. It seems to me that the Archdeacon of 
mton has one great function of his own, which is, to say "No" on every occasion 
L in every variety of form and phrase. (Cheers and laughter.) During this Con- 
es, in the performance of this function, he has twice done me the favour of eating 
up, and yesterday he made a substantial meal of my reverend brother. (A laugh.) 
ave another brother, who is not at all reverend, and I told the Archdeacon that if 
would eat him too, he would dispose of the whole fraternity. (Great laughter and 
ten.) On this, the third occasion, I am glad to find that although he has eaten up 
t unfortunate bill of mine, he has treated me with great consideration. I should 
• have risen, therefore, except to explain with a little more clearness the way in 
ich my bill was left by Parliament. It is true that it was thrown out substantially 
the Bishops, but the last shape in which it came before them was very different 
n the shape in which it was brought in. Although I should have been glad if the 
had passed, even in its later shape, I admit that it was greatly reduced in value. 
i real reason why the bill was lost, however, was an irreconcileable difference 
ween the two Houses of Parliament as to its main provision. Archdeacon Denison 
« not agree with the creation of three new bishoprics — he says he does not know 
ire they were, but he knows perfectly well. (Cheers.) One of them was in his 
I neighbourhood, and perhaps he did not like the idea of another Bishop being 
Dght so close to him. (A laugh.) It is true that I should have been glad to have 
those three bishoprics, but I never supposed that the matter would have been left 
^. I wanted to establish an elasticity of power with respect to the gradual 
insion of the Episcopate. (Cheers.) No objection was made to this in the House 
lOrds ; but the principle of giving a rotation of seats in that house to the new 
:>op8 was objected to by both houses, and that was one rock on which the bill was 
2ked. The principle of Suffragans was, however, the most valuable and the most 
ly applied part of the bill ; and I wish to urge upon this Congress and Churchmen 
erally to turn their attention to the best mode of applying the ancient principle 
uflfra^an or Coadjutor Bishops. One mode has been suggested by Lord A. Hervey, 
of the Archdeacons of the Diocese of Ely, that the Bishops should have the right 
onfer Episcopal powers upon Archdeacons. I do not wish to bind myself to that 
ny other such plan, but I draw attention to it as a consideration of great import- 
) in the general discussion of the question of an increased Episcopate. After so 
ly failures, I do not feel disposed myself to introduce another bill into Parliament 
he subject ; but if some one in the Lower House, Sir Roundell Palmer or any 
T able Churchman, will introduce a measure, I shall be very glad if it passes the 
er House to take charge of it in the House of Lords. (Loud cheers.) 
he Rev. H. B. Tristram— My lord, this, I. believe is called "the Black Country," 
there is another black country, that of Durham, from which I come, and which in 
y respects may well be considered on an equality with Staffordshire, with respect 
ar difficulties and hindrances At the same time we have not allowed the popu- 
•n to increase so hopelessly out of proportion to the Church's means as was the 
in Staffordshire during the last century. The fact of the formation of twenty- 
t new ecclesiastical districts in the Diocese of Durham within the past year tells 
ething on behalf of Church progress amongst us. (Cheers.) Yet there are bin- 
ices to Church progress among this class. The fact that there are such is 
oubted ; the causes I consider to be threefold— first, in the circumstances of the 
; secondly, in those we wish to influence ; and lastly, in ourselves. The fact I 
' illustrate by a remark made to me after my maiden effort at addressing an 
ience of pitmen on their pay-day at the pit's mouth. An old Primitive Methodist 
I preacher observed, " Yes, it is all very true and the gospel that ye say, and ye 
do well with the banksman, biU ye cannot work Hie lower seam like us," (Cheers) 
9 is the great point— how to work the lower seam ? (Cheers.) The Archdeacon 
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of Taunton has complained of long sennona as obatacles to Church progress. We 
have had the increase of the Episcopate, Diocesan Synods, and other recipes pat 
forward. With all deference to the Archdeacon, I belieye the impatience of long 
sermons comes not from the lower classes, but from the upper strata exclusiyelj— firom 
those who go to Church in obedience to custom, and haye neither desire nor appetite 
for spiritual food. St. Paul tells us something of what it has pleased Qod to do "bj 
thu foolishness of preaching," and St Paul preached sermons considerably longer thia 
the Archdeacon's model ten minutes. (A laugh.) But then it must be pretMig, 
not reading a sermon. We want the simplicity without the yulgarity of the Piiini- 
tive Methodists. (Cheers.) Our clergy must be preachers, not preaching-machinei. 
We want plain words. We want a more distinct setting forth of Chiigt and Hiswozk, 
HA the buidcn of our sermons. It was by preaching Christ in plain words that tks 
Wesleyans drew their flocks from us, and it is only by the same means that we cu 
reclaim those we have lost (Cheers.) I was much struck by a casual remark of ny 
own Diocesan in speaking of a clergyman, " He rtad his sermon in the morning tod 
he preached in the evening." That is all the difference. (Cheers.) One obstoele 
which wfi feel much is the constant and steady influx from the country distriets to | 
the towns, when we lose much of the personal individual contact so important for m \ 
hold on our flocks. It is true that the town clergyman has the great advantage of 
being able to work upon classes. He can draw young men more easily by sodeties 
and classcA, as the central nucleus draws atoms to itself by the law of attraction and 
gravitation. In some respects it is easier to act upon masses than on individuals, as 
a crowd can be swayed ; but to convince the man, to save his soul, there must be tlie 
individual contact, the practical intercourse; you must come to him man to nuMs 
and to save a soul is much more than to turn a Dissenter into a Churchman. (Cheeifc) 
The obstacles in those we wish to influence are, I conceive, twofold. There is igno- 
rance — I do not mean deficiency of what is called secular education, but total 
ignorance of Church principles, of the meaning of the Church Catechism, of that 
branch of politics which pertains to the relation of Church and State, and espeeiaUj 
to the question of endowments. Here, while the Liberation Society and its lectnren 
are sowing their false and malignant slanders broadcast over the country, and are 
acting on the theory that if they cast dirt enough some of it will stick, we are doing 
nothing to counteract them controversially. It is true that whereyer the cleigy are 
sufficiently numerous to be known by their works, the slanderers are confuted by their 
lips. Nothing perhaps has more removed prejudice in my own diocese than the 
frequent confirmations, and especially the Sunday confirmations — (cheersje— intro- 
duced by our beloved Diocesan. Another obstacle in those we wish to influence ia 
the growing contempt for authority against which we have to struggle, arising from 
the inefficient exercise of authority at home. When the girl of fifteen, the regular 
attendant at the confirmation classes in the spring, is allowed and encouraged by her 
parents to go unattended and alone to the dancing-school in the autumn, held too 
often at a public-house — when the wages of lads are so high that a boy of thirteen 
years' old can almost stop the supplies — when a shy child is a curiosity so rare as to 
deserve a place in a museum — these to submit themselves to their spiritual pastora la 
a thing unheard of 1 How shall they learn to obey them that have the rule over them 
and watch for their souls 1 May I, lastly, be permitted, speaking in all humility, to 
suggest some of the obstacles to Church progress in ourselves 1 Have we not too 
much regard to outward show, with a view of attracting the lighter feelings of our 
people, not paying corresponding attention to strength, to durability, to qualities 
which will toear well ? Is there as much care over our spiritual work as on our eccle- 
siastical scaffolding / Again, we want adaptihility — ^not any moulding or remoulding 
of our faith. It is not to the soul, but to the intellect that adaptation is needed— 
adaptation to the wants, the manners, the feelings of the people. The soul has for all 
ages the same wants, but the intellect offisrs hindrances varying in various timci. W^® 
must in an intellectual age make our intellect respected before we can hope to be 
received as teachers by those that are without. (Cheers.) Again, we want adapt** 
bility in manner. There is such a thing as waste of steam-power, not only froBtt- 
external friction, but from the stiff*ness of the machinery. We need the use of "tlx® 
oiled feather." Let not the laity have to retort upon us, "Ye are not straitened i** 
us, ye are straitened in yourselves,"— straitened in intellect ; straitened in science ^ 
straitened in love ; straitened in work ; straitened in prayer. For the treasu*;^ 
we would regain by Church progress is the sheep of Christ which He bought wit *^ 
His death, and for whom He shed His blood. (Cheers.) 

Viscount Sawdon— I have not attended the preceding Church Congresses, so th^^ 
1 do not quite know what is the position which a speaker is expected to assume c^^ 
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onr platform. Is he expected to say only what he thinks will suit the opinions of the 

Q&jority of those he addresses, or is he to say honestly what he believes to be true 1 — 

inathe thinks himself, or what will please his aadicnce 1 (Cries of ** What yoa think 

tmreelf.") Very well, then. I will freely remark upon what I believe to be some 

noBt important hindrances to Church progress. Now, if we consider for a moment 

J^ part of the world only, it is impossible, for a Staffordshire resident like myself, 

ciot to be aware that this platform has not contained, and that these discussions have 

Qot been aided by the speeches of a large class of laymen whom we see taking the lead 

Bii the ordinary business meetings which abound in this our populous and active 

oonnty of Stafford. They are devoted Churchmen in their own homes and neighbour- 

liooda, and perform all the highest duties of Churchmen ; and I ask what is the reason 

ikm are so few of these Staffordshire laymen here ? And, if I look around your crowded 

jhtform, do I not find instead that the laymen for the most part are those friends 

'vkoie fiiees I principally know in London society, and who habitually attend such meet- 

ingB as these in London ? Is not this a sign of the existence of some great hindrance 

to Ohorch progreiss in this county 1 (Cheers.) And are not the same signs to be found 

in eveiy part of England 1 Kow, I will mention two hindrances from which I believe 

to a la^ extent springs the indifferentism of the great moderate party in the Esta- 

bliahed Church, of the men who in all ranks of life carry on the complicated machine 

of fldf-govemment in England, to Church gatherings and Church progress. The first 

I believe to be the position of the clergy individually with regard to their own parishes. 

I believe that what you really want to get rid of is the autocratic position of the 

parish clergyman. (Cheers.) The congregation ought to have the power of choosing 

a body of men from among themselves who should be the clergyman's advisers, and 

vithoat whose consent changes in the mode of conducting public worship should be 

oat of the question, and who should officially share with him in the management of 

tbe Bchools and in the administration of parish funds. (Cheers.) But a large subject 

"^eomes next. I believe that the second great hindrance to church extension is the 

iapreasion that widely prevails, and I think not without cause, that not only among 

tito High Church clergy, but also among the clergy generally, there is a strong growth 

of what I may broadly call a priestly feeling. (Cheers and interruption. ) I know I am 

tottching dangerous ground. (" No, no," *' Go on.") I wish to say what I believe is 

nally the evil in this matter. (Cheers.) During the last ten years every one must 

Ittve observed more and more, even among clergymen of the Evangelical and moderate 

Pttfy, a steady, quiet, and stealthy growth— though without the least guile or sinister 

mtention — of the feeling that the clergy are of a priestly order. (Cheers.) Now, what do 

10 mean by the priestly feeling — the priestly ideal I use the word in the common sense 

|& which it is used in English literature. It is the feeling, it is the idea, which, as it has 

"Mnseen in all countries and in all ages, is sure to grow up among the religious teachers 

of a people when they exaggerate the inherent virtues of their office, and thence 

**toiilly endeavour to secure for themselves supreme power and control. (** No, no," 

•ttd cheers.) This is what I understand by the priestly idea in the ordinary English 

■JB>e of the word. (Cheers.) And what do you suppose it leads to ] And why ia 

|««I6 any objection to it in this country of England 1 We believe that that feeling is 

*Q« parent of great and serious evils. (Loud cheers.) We believe that it leads to the 

^Ime and gradual extinction of learning among the clergy. (" No, no.") I am 

^ving you my own opinion, and I know that it runs counter to the opinions of many 

^^ those who spoke this morning. We believe it leads to the inordinate multiplication 

*Ud the burdensome infliction of rites and ceremonies. (Cheers.) We believe that, 

'Jen the temporal power will assist, it leads to the extermination of all who differ 

^tn the priestly body. (Renewed cheers, and loud expressions of dissent and dis- 

''^UsfiMJtiQn.) We believe it leads to the doling out of portions only from the Sacred 

^Ooks, in opposition to the principle of throwing them all open to the gaze of the whole 

*^oplei (Cheers and hisses.) We believe that the priestly idea leads to the establish- 

'^^nt of another master in every household, by every hearth, in the place of the husband 

^d the father. (Prolonged interruption, cheers, and cries of " No, no," and " Shame.") 

*^« belieye — and history shows us in all creeds, in all times, and in all countries the 

^^e thing — that this priestly feeling ends, lastly, in raising up and establishing a 

^man, artificial barrier between man and his God. (Renewed excitement.) Those 

^^ my opinions, and I have your leave to express them. (Cheers.] Let me remind 

^"H that ever since the art of printing resulted in the distribution ot books throughout 

^^ country — ever since knowledge ceased to be the exclusive possession of the clergy 

""^ there has been no falterinsr in the determination of the people not to have a priestly 

•^le in Enghind. (Cheers, confusion, and cries of " Time.") Can you for a moment 

^^agine that a nation fond of antiquity, attached to venerable institutions, and dis- 
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liking Budden changes in the established order of things, wonld have made that grait I 
break with the past at the time of the Keformation, unless they had been nnd^ tin { 
influence of strong feelings against the domination of a priestly caste! (Gheen,) 
Can you imagine that a nation whose hatred of foreigners has been one of theoflA 
frequent reproaches, would have consented to receive William of Orange into Engliad 
as its king, unless this determination to have no priestly rule had been ineiadicablfil 
(" No, no.") I say these things with very great regret, when 1 know how many deigy. 
men there are before me. 1 have spent my life under the influence of the cleigy. I 
loTc them, I love Oxford, I love my Church ; but I am convinced that unles8 iiu 
made clear to the mass of the laity by the clergy — than whom a nobler, more ad]m^ 
able, or more learned body does not exist -(loud cheers)— that priestly ruleignoi 
aimed at, the Church will soon cease to be the Established Church, and ceasing to lie 
established it will cease to be the National Church, do you think you will be able to 
keep unhallowed hands from the Church's endowments, which now flow through ao 
many channels for the good of the people of this country ? (Loud cheering.) Let the 
clergy, however, frankly abandon this illusive dream : let them be content with the 
less ambitious, but truer and more endearing position in their parishes, of the cleigy- 
man, the minister, the pastor, the teacher, the friend of all, — and it is my finn con- 
viction, drawn from some experience of the present disposition of our town popnlatioiu, 
both in London and in the manufacturing districts, that there is now scarcely anr 
limit to which their influence for good over this country may not be extended; and 
that the Church of England will long remain the established representative of the 
national faith in this land, and the source of infinite blessings to the whole people. 

The Rev. A. H. Maokonocuik (of St. Alban's, Holbom).— Church progress, it is ahnort 
obvious to say, means the progress of the Truth of Christ. If then we will remore 
the hindrances to Church progress, we must see that we hold that truth ia ita 
integrity. It seems the more natural to take up this point in the subject, becaofle ife 
was the one with which the Congress opened. The very opening sermon laid it 
before us. We were told that the Truth was like a many-sided cube, or like the yist 
mansion of some great nobleman, presenting different aspects, as viewed from difiereni 
points. But what I would ask is this, would such a nobleman be contented to 
possess only the front wall of his house, and leave the rest to be owned by others t 
Vet, I see not how anything short of this is to be the case with the truth of Ghri8t» 
if it be dealt with as has been suggested. (Cheers.) We were told of two sides of 
the truth. Catholic and Protestant, or— as I would rather say, objective and subjec- 
tive — for I hate to hear that word Catholic opposed to any phase of truth of which 
each of two great sections of the Church holds one. (Cheers.) But, then, what 
becomes of the truth % According to such a theory, no man has the truth, no man 
can advance the truth, therefore there can be no Clmrch progress. Your cube is cut 
in slices, your noble mansion is let out in tenements. (Cheers.) Surely, then, one of 
the chief hindrances to Church progress is this very theory of the divisibility of the 
truth. Each lays hold of a part, clings tenaciously to his own part, is jealous, not for 
the truth, but for his own part, and regards all the rest of the truth as opposed to 
the part which he has, as it were, appropriated to himself. Hence there is no Church 
progress, because there is no pushing forward the truth as a whole. Now, the great 
idea of Catholicity is the exact opposite of all this. It takes in at one view all sides 
of the cube. It contemplates the truth, proposed to it as an objective fact, not by 
the means of any mere faculty of human intellect, but by the subjective faith infused 
into it from above; which faith is itself a divine gift and endued by God with that 
manifold power whereby truths seemingly most contradictory are all alike fully and 
firmly accepted. The sacramentalist. for example, is no Catholic, unless, with his 
sacramentalism, he accepts in equal fulness such doctrines as the sovereign freedom 
of God's will — the no less sovereign freedom of His grace, which is the action of 
that will on us. (Cheers.) To be a true Catholic, he must own this grace as the 
fountain of all which is good in himself, and the source whence has come the gift/>f 
the Redeemer, through whose merits alone he hopes for salvation : he must recognise 
the subjective power of faith itself as a gift infused by the free grace of God, as the 
hand of the soul, the only faculty whereby he can lay hold on the great hope set 
before him. It is because he believes all this as the foundation, that he is able, by 
Divine grace and revelation, to build upon it the superstructure of a sacramental 
system. (Loud cheers.) To take one instance. The Bible is no less the Bible 
because I receive it from the Church. Because I believe that God has made His 
Church the outward witness to the fact that that Book is really His word, instead of 
regarding it as such, for no assignable reason but that I learned to think it so in 
childhood, or that it is always said to be so — is it therefore the less to me the voice 
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' my Lord from heaven, my Guide, my Comforter, my Counsellor, my Joy 1 (Loud 
leers. ) No doubt there will always be parties in the Church, because there will 
Lways be different caste of thought. One man will always be found to give more 
tTominence to one side of the truth and another to another— nay, the same man may 
kt different times seem to change his view of Divine truth, according as the wants of 
iliose to whom he ministers call forth this or that side of the truth with special dis- 
alnctness — but unless each one does hold both sides, nay all sides of the truth fully 
■nd distinctly, he does not hold, and therefore cannot be striving to advance the 
troth— he cannot be working in the cause of Church progress. (Cheers.) Surely, 
then, here is a radical hindrance to be got rid of. Surely we have to draw together 
votby that comprehension of which we hear so much ~ agreeing to differ — but by 

tting rid of differences in order to agree. Each has his positive, " I believe.'* As 
as this goes he is most likely right. But then he has his *' I don't believe," and 
kis "You don't believe ;" and in these he is more commonly wrong. (Cheers.) This 
Imo age of credulity. There is small danger of our believing too much. If men 
irould try to add to the positive in their own creed what is positive in that of their 
Ivethren, instead of anathematizing it, they would not only get nearer together, but 
nearer to the truth. (Cheers.) I must now content myself with only a few words on 
«tte more hindrance to Church progress — the want of clerical training. Every other 
profession has it. A man leaves the university to enter at the bar, to practice medi- 
dne, or to go into the army. In either case he has his special professional training, 
more or less: but for the priesthood often none, except his first curacy. And yet 
there are few callings, if any, to which men are expected to bring more varied quali- 
fications than to the clerical. It is true that the last few years have seen here and 
there Diocesan Colleges, and that these have made a change which appears wonderful 
when we contrast it with what once was. But what, after all, can one, or even two 
years at a training college do to fit a man for the varied duties which he is expected 
to discharge. Things are not now as they were when different priests took different 
de|)artments, as now* different physicians or lawyers addict themselves to different 
Apartments of their profession. In these days a priest must, if he is to do all that 
he will be called upon to do, be a sound master of theology, dogmatic, casuistic, and 
Mcetic; he will continually find himself trying to do that for which he is absolutely 
rttted. Then, too, spiritually — his life, if he be a working man, is spent in caring 
for the souls of others, but who is to care for him. Here and there one succeeds with 
Jnoreor less of difficulty in joining a retreat for some few days once in the year, or in 
obtaining some like means of spiritual refreshment : but, for the most part, year after 
year oFa hard and spiritually dissipating life goes by, with no such regular means for 
*If-edification. (Cheers.) A fuller grasp by means of divine faith of the whole truth 
of God ; a better provision for clerical training, and also for the advancement of the 
^iritnal life in the clergy, I conceive these to be three great steps towards removing 
the hindrances in the way of Church progress. (Loud cheers.) 

The Rev. Sir Lovelace Stameb, Bart. (Stoke-upon-TrentJ — The noble lord has 
charged the clergy with attempting to establish themselves as a priestly class. I 
entirely deny the truth of that statement. (Cheers.) On the contrary, our chief 
tlesire is to establish ourselves in the affections of our people. (Cheers.) Every hard- 
Working clergyman, next to his duty to his Master, makes that his chief object, and 
I troBt that such a statement will not go forth as endorsed by the opinions of the 
Dembers of this Congress. (Cheers.) And now I will take leave to state what I take 
be the great hindrance to Church progress, whether in town or country. No other 
indrance equals in magnitude the public-house system and the drinking habits of 
Ur people. The evils of drunkenness have been proclaimed from the bench, from 
ie pulpit, from committees of both Houses of Parliament, and are visible, only too 
alpably, on every side ; and therefore I need say nothing in support of my proposition. 
ivery clergyman knows how he is hindered with respect to the young — and how one 
ad another of his most promising young men are seduced away from him and the 
hurch by the public-house. The best remedy I am aware of is the establishment of 
arochial temperance societies — (cheers) — to which great assistance is given by the 
^antenance and example of the clergyman; and I am glad to say that many 
undreds of my brethren now give an active support to movements of this kind. 
Cheers.) I confess, for my own part, that I ministered for nine years in a populous 
tarish without even touching the fringe of this great evil until I joined the temper- 
,nce movement ; and I ask the clergy present to lay it to their own hearts whether 
liey ought not to give every reasonable support to efforts of that kind in their 
parishes. (Cheers.) When we do get people to leave off the habit of drinking, 
we then remove the greatest obstacle to the working classes attending our Church 
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seirice?. If the qaestion had been put to that yaat meetinir of working men held last 
night in this place, oa to what kept them away from the house of God, I am eon- 
Tinced that the majority would have admitted that the great plagne-8pot-4hit 
which hindered them moet~was their habitual attendance at the public-hoiML 
(Cheers.) 

The lUiv. W. Baird Pymock) thought the beat way of dealing with the ntt 
masses of the population which were spiritually starring, and who until their hetrU 
are changed could neyer be brought within the walls of our churches, would be to 
organize a band of home missionaries, who would go forth with an open Bible and the 
gospel message of Ioto. He would, however, have the moyement associated with no 
party, but as broad as the Church of England herself, and acting in fall submissioii to 
those placed over them as their ecclesiastical heads. He prayed that Churchmen 
would lay this matter to hearty and that we should soon see a devoted body of men 
doing the work of evangelisation by means of an Order of EvangellBts. (Cheers.) 

The Key. W. J. Biamoitt, (Cambridge) said :— My lord, omitting many hindntooes 
to the progress of the Church from various causes, as for instance the dwellings of the 
poor and habits of intemperance, I wish to call attention to one class of hindrances— 
those connected with the clergy. First, there is the lack of clergy discipline. If a 
minister of the Church of England be conscientious, he works hard to ftilfil to the 
utmost the obligation of his ordination vow ; but if he be negligent, if he confine 
himself to two services on Sunday, to baptizing the children that are brought to him, 
to visiting the sick who send for him, to performing the Marriage Service for thoee 
who apply to him, and to reading the Burial Service over the dead, I believe, and in 
this belief I am confirmed by the opinion of a Bishop who regretted the diffionltj, 
that it is almost impossible to enforce diligence in place of perfunctory dischaige 
of duty. Such being the case, it is of the utmost importance that our clergy shodd 
be fully taught and ^Uy recognise what their duties are. To this end an efficient 
training is indispensable. But this we do not find to existw Bomanists have thdr 
seminaries in which special training in theology is given, where the candidates an 
taught both how to write and how to speak. At Malines and in other Continental 
seminaries such training is sedulously pursued. Moreover, the Dissenters on their 
part are peculiarly careful of the preaching qualifications of their ministers. To 
remedy our defects we may suggest, first, a requirement at the Bishop's examination, 
that candidates for Holy Orders shall be able to read well— (cheers) — and to preach at 
least clearly and intelligibly ; secondly, a more special training in connexion with 
the Divinity Professors in the Universities, to which might be added some experience 
of parochial work in parishes of the University town and neighbourhood. (Gheen.) 
Let me mention by the way, although such a hint might have been more appropriate 
when the best means of bringing Nonconformists into union with the Church was dis- 
cussed, that it might possibly facilitate the admission of Nonconformist ministers who 
wish to enter into Holy Orders in the Church of England, if Scholarships were founded 
at the Universities or at theological colleges to aid in maintaining deserving candi- 
dates during the last two years' silence that is imposed before they are allowed to 
become deacons amongst ourselves. (Cheers.) Another hindrance arises from the 
mismanagement of parishes, owing to the inexperience or the crotchettiness of tho 
clergy. With the most sincere wish to serve to the glory of God and the good of 
souls that exist in the majority of our clergy, the most grievous mistakes are often 
committed. When Augustine met the British Bishops to consult on the evangelisa- 
tion of the Anglo-Saxons, the hermit with whom these Bishops took counsel recom* 
inended them to accept his offers if he were humble, otherwise no. Augustine's 
rising or sitting at their approach was to be the sign of humility or pride. We knov 
the result. In like manner if a pastor, in visiting a poor man's house, kept his hat 
on his head, intrude at dinner-time, or whilst the mother is washing, he creates a 
feeling of prejudice against himself which tends to hinder the acceptance of his 
counsels. (Cheers.) Again, if the clergyman will insist upon matters of minor im- 
portance, things which he values highly himself but yet admits to be non-essential, 
and disregard the feelings, the prejudices, if you will, of the laity, he does not follow 
4he example of that mighty evangelist who became all things to all men that he migl^t 
by all means save some. We must remember, too, that the laity are an integral 
part of the Church of England — (cheers) — recognised as having a right to be heard 
in matters which closely affect their faith and practice. It was only the other 
day that I received a pastoral letter from my Diocesan, in which after expressing 
himself in favour of the weekly Offertory, he made the proviso, "Let thefeeW 
of the laity be studiously regarded, for in these matters they have a right to he 
consulted." (Cheers.) 
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The speaker iras proceediog to the hindrances arising from the imprudence of th& 
clergy in contracting debt and reckless marriage, when the bell rang. 

The Rev. M. W. Mayow, (St. Mary's, West Brompton) said : — ^A hundred things 
press themselves upon me as important to be said, but the very few minutes at mj 
disposal leave me scarcely a choice as to what I must first turn to. I feel that some- 
thing ought to be said in reference to the remarks of Lord Sandon, and in vindi- 
cation of the character and position of our clergy and Bishops as priests in the Church 
of Gk>d. 

Mr. W. EnwTN Shipton here arose in the body of the meeting, and, standing upon 
a bench, said : — My lord, I protest against these statements being made in the absence 
of Lord Sandon. ('' Ob, oh 1" and confusion.) 

The Chairmak. — ^According to the rules of the Congress, Lord Sandon, even if pre- 
sent, would have no right of reply. The speaker is therefore not out of order. - 

Mr. Matow continued — I trust the meeting will believe that I am as much grieved 
as any man that Lord Sandon has gone away. Nay, I will say more ; I think that he 
ought not to have gone away — (cheers) — but I cannot feel on that account that his 
remarks are to be left without comment or reply. And I say that, whatever may be 
Lord Sandon's opinion, the Church of England herself claims for her clergy that they 
are priests of Gk>d. Observe, I do not say they are to bear an autocratic priestly 
role, or to exercise priestcrafb ; but it is a total misapprehension of the position and 
teaching of the Church of England to deny that she has a priesthood. (Cheers.) I 
turn to the proof. I say, look at her Ordinal, and you will find that when the Bishop 
ordains a priest he thus gives him his commission. He says, *^ Receive the Holy 
Qhost for the office and work of a priest in the Church of God now committed unto 
thee by the imposition of our hands. Whose sins thou dost forgive, they are forgiven; 
and whose sins thou dost retain, they are retained. And be thou a faithful dispenser 
of the word of Qod and of His holy sacraments ; in the name of the Father, and of 
the Son, and of the Holy Ghost.'' I do not argue the question whether the Church 
ought BO to speak. Time will not allow me. But I say she does so speak, and so 
declare her mind. And if any ask, what is this work of a priest here mentioned, I 
say turn to another place, turn to the office for the Visitation of the Sick, and there 
see what it is. I do not say that what we find there shows all his work ; but I think 
it shows enough to prove she must consider him whom she so directs to be a priest in 
the true and strict sense of the word. In the Visitation Office we find this rubric — 
" Here shall the sick person be moved to make a special confession of his sins if he 
feel his conscience troubled with any weighty matter. After which confession, the 
priest shall absolve him (if he humbly and heartily desire it) after this sort." I 
almost shrink from going on with the solemn words which follow, but yet it is neces- 
sary I ** Our Lord Jesus Christ, who hath left power to His Church to absolve all 
sinnen who truly repent and believe in Him, of His great mercy forgive thee thine 
offences; and by His authority committed to me I absolve thee from all thy sins, in 
the name of the Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. Amen." I instance 
this to show that the Church of England most assuredly considers herself to make 
priests, and to send them forth to exercise the priestly office. It is not possible to 
conceive her putting such words into her most solemn services if she meant other- 
wise. We are, therefore, to use and exercise our priesthood, no doubt, with all judg- 
ment and dkcretion, and under the deepest sense of our responsibility, but never 
repudiating or denying it. If we do so, we shall deserve all the contumely and con> 
tempt which, I am certain, will be heaped upon us. I do not complain that Lord 
Sandon has his own opinion. I do not complain that he expresses it. But I do say 
the Church has a right to be heard on the other side by her own voice in her formu- 
lariesand 

The Chairman (interrupting)— The subject before the Congress is, " Hindrances to 
Ohnrch Progress." 

Mr. Mayow — Perhaps what I have said may be sufficient upon this special topic, 
»a which I may observe that I should not have entered at all but in reply to the 
remarks of Lord Sandon, which, I thought, as totally misrepresenting the position 
ind doctrine of the Church of England, ought not to go forth to the world without 
sontradiction. (Cheers.) In the minute which remains to me, I will merely ask leave 
U> add a word generally upon the spirit of infidelity which has been often alluded to 
in these discussions, and I will ask to put before you what I wish to say in a sentence 
K>r two from perhaps the profoundest thinker who has ever arisen in the Church of 
JBngland. Bishop Butler is not afraid to concede its full province to human reason so 
that only we use the proper safeguards against its abuse. He says, if I remember 
"»lghtly (for I have not had opportunity to refer to the passages)— " Let reason be 
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kept to, and if anything in the Seriptore can be shown to be really contrary to it, in 
the name of God, let the Scripture be given up." He says this, bat he adds—'' Bat 
let not finch poor weak creatures as we are go on objecting against the parts of an 
infinite scheme and call tliat reason." And again— (the bell rang and Mr. Mayow sat 
down.) 

The Bishop of Rochxstbr then prononnced the Benediction, and the sitting 
closed. 



FRIDAY EVENING. 

THE EARL OF DAKTMOUTH TOOK THE CHAIR. 

FINAL MEETING. 

The Chaibman. — Before commencing the stated proceedings of the 
evening, I beg yonr attention to a statement which, as chairman of the 
Executive Committee, I have to make. We have jast left the com- 
mittee-room, where we have passed a resolution determining that the 
meeting of the Church Congress for 1868 shall be held, subject to the 
approbation of the Bishop of London, in London, at the invitation of 
the Church Institute. (Cheers.) 

The Bishop of Sodor and Man. — I am somewhat taken by surprise 
in being asked to move a resolution, but fortunately it requires no 
remarks to commend it. It is ; — 

''That it is the unanimous opinion of this Congress, that the Chairman and 
Members of the Executive Committee deserve their best thanks for the admirable and 
successful manner in which all their arrangements have been made and carried oat." 
(Cheers.) 

Earl Nelson. — I beg to second this resolution. I think we have a 
great deal of thanks to offer on the part of all of you, and of all strangers, 
for the arrangements of the Executive Committee. I rather hoped I 
should be able to bring in something from an overflowing heart about 
the hospitality — the unbounded hospitality — we have received from the 
town of Wolverhampton. But the resolution is restricted to the arrange- 
ments of the Executive Committee; and I must say,- having attended 
tliree Congresses, I have every reason for congratulating the Executive 
Committee here upon their arrangements being quite as good in every 
way as those in every other place where the Congress has been held. Of 
course, I do not wish at all to draw invidious comparisons, but I am 
bound to say the whole of the arrangements have been very good. The 
selection of subjects, and — with the exception of myself — (cheers) those 
who have had to read papers, together with the accommodation provided 
for visitors, have been highly satisfactory. When we know the exertions 
and loss of time that must be experienced, and the many consultations 
that have to take place — and Lord Dartmouth, as chairman of the execu- 
tive, has been most constant in his attendance — you will agree with me 
that we have every reason for heartily passing this resolution. (Cheers.) 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

The Earl op Dartmouth returned thanks, remarking :-^I beg to 
thank the Bishop of Sodor and Man and my old friend and schoolfellow 
Lord Nelson, and, indeed, all of you, for the kind manner in which this 
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solution has been passed. You who are strangers to Wolverhampton will 
jrmit me to say that the general body of the Executive Committee do 
>t deserve your thanks so much as the Reception Committee, who have 
>ne a great deal of hard work, and brought their labours to what all agree 
us been a most successful issue. (Cheers.) The effect of the Congress 
ill, I hope, be as permanent as the Congress itself has been successf uL 
[any of us, no doubt, are apt to be faint-hearted, and go to our work 
ith a lack of energy : I speak of myself as an indolent man, but I say 
aat we ought to derive great encouragement from the manner in which 
lie Congress was taken up when proposed by the leading inhabitants of 
Volverhampton, and finally brought to a successful issue by the Com- 
littee, in whose name I now beg to return you my most sincere thanks. 
Cheers) 
Sib John Mobbis, Mayor, moved : — 

" That the best thanks of this Congress be given to the Dean of Norwich for his 
txoellent sermon ; to the Bishops of North Carolina and Tennessee, for so kindly 
indertaking, at a very short notice, to preach sermons to the working classes in St. 
John's and St. George's churches ; and to the several writers of papers and speakers 
vhohaye so ably and carefully fulfilled the duties intrusted to them." 

Arohdeaoon Eheby. — I am asked to second this resolution, and I do 
M) with the greatest pleasure. I suppose the desire is not only that 
re should return thanks to all those who have directed our delibera- 
tions, but that we should show our thanks practically, by going away 
^m this Congress and acting upon the advice they have given us. We 
tuive had the breadth of the Church of England exemplified in the Dean 
)f Norwich, her faithfulness in the Bishops of the American Church ; her 
moderation in the general tone and temper of the Congress, and m the 
expressions of kindness and love, and, at the same time, firmness exhibited 
)y all the speakers and writers. Therefore, as one who has taken the 
'^pest interest in all the Church Congresses from the beginning, I do 
J08t heartily second this resolution. I believe that the views which 
rotated their formation to have been fully realised, and that this Congress 
specially has been the means of showing, not only to the country, but to 
1 the Churches in Christendom, that the Church of England with her 
*anches is a real living Church, a real portion of the Church of Christ ; 
Id that 8he>i3 not dying, but living, and to live for the glory of Christen- 
>^n by the power of the Spirit of God. (Cheers.) Therefore, it is with 
Qtnkfulness to Almighty God for having been permitted to take part in 
is Congress, I desire to second the resolution I hold in my hand* 
'lieers.) 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Archdeacon Denison. — It has been committed to my most imworthy 
tuds, on behalf of all my brother speakers and myself, to return you 
i^T best thanks for the kind expressions of approval which have just 
bounded from this great hall I do not know tliat anything could 
tve given me greater pleasure than to have this office kindly confided 
' me, because it shows that, at any rate, though I have been at some 
^ins to speak my mind very plainly, I have not been so unfortunate as 
> give anybody any offence. (Cheers.) And now will you let me tell 
pu, as one of those who have shared in the proceedings of the Church 
'Ongresses from their first meeting at Cambridge, and as one who has 
matched them very closely and carefully, that^ not only for the great 

Y 
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objects for whioh Congreeses were institated, but for the proceediogs 
themselvesy we have been yery successful here at Wolyerhampton. I 
must say^ although I may seem to depart from that modesty which is an 
essential attribute of my character — (laughter), — that I see a greater and 
most marked improvement year by year in the writing and speaking. 
(Cheera) There has been better writing and speaking at this Congress 
than at any previous time. I think one principal reason why the deigy 
are improved as speakers is, because, instead of writing their sermons, 
they talk* to the people, and speak to them with their eyes and hearts, as 
well as lips. I have marked with great satisfaction and thankfulness to 
God this feature of our Congress. I beg to thank you most sincerely on 
behalf of the writers and speakers. (Cheers.) 

Mr. Berrsford Hope, M.P. — My friend Lord Nelson has made a 
great deal of this being the third Congress he has attended. But he is a 
mere boy, and a very promising one, too. (Hear, and cheers.) This is my 
seventh, and I heartily echo everything that Archdeacon Denison has 
said of the surprising success of everything here. I am proud of it, and 
m tell you why. Last year at York the name of Wolverhampton was 
mentioned, and I got up and said, " Staffordshire man as I am by con- 
nexion (bearing as it does my mother's name, a name which was Staf- 
fordshire before the Conquest), I wish to show the Church of England 
what the Church is in the teeming populations of the hills and dales of 
Staffordshire." You have nobly answered the call, and under the pre- 
sidency of that good and venerable man — the Bishop whose fourscore 
years present him to us strong in mind and body, wise in council, ready 
in speech, guiding, regulating, and cheering us on — and here in this 
great and hospitable town we have held this meeting of the Con- 
gress. Ill tell you why it is the best meeting we have ever had: 
it is the boldest and the most charitable meeting we have ever had. 
The differences of opinion which everybody knows exist in the Chiirch 
of England have been spoken out here more boldly than anywhere else j 
and rather than anywhere else those expressions of difference have been 
received with more kindness, more forbearance, more desire to see the 
good and not the bad view of everything than anywhere else. We have 
met here knowing there is a dark time coming. Good or bad, there is an 
anxious time coming, and we have met together determine^ that, Qod 
helping us, whether the powers of the earth are with us or against ns, 
whether the firmament be shaken or serene, whether there be wars and 
rumours of wars or wide peace — whatever betide — ^there is one great good 
institution, the gift of God to man, the responsibility of man to God, the 
teacher, the consoler, the guider, the civilizer of the land — the great old 
Church of England ; and God helping us in life or death we fight for 
her. We work for her, we will live for her, we will sacrifice everything 
but honour, truth, and conscience for her ; and if the time do come when 
evil days arise, I pray Almighty God, we may have grace and strength to 
die for her if need be. We have seen that this great good Church of 
England of ours is not a Church within the four narrow seas ; she is not 
a Church merely by Act of Parliament. Her foundations are upon the 
holy hills, and not upon the broad seal of England ; the Bishops from 
the colonies and from Scotland teach us that. We have learnt another 
lesson, too. Time after time have we seen rising up here earnest. God- 
fearing men, with a vehement earnestness, fresh and racy, and inspired by 
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a deep sense of duty : they are the Bishops of the Churoh of that Com- 
monwealth which, speaking our language, and sprung from us, has not 
our government nor our policy. Those great states on the other side of 
the Atlantic, all of which were a few years ago distracted by the saddest 
arbitrament which any state can appeal to, each possessed a Bishop of 
cor communion, representatives of whom have now met here together at 
peace with each other, and have come to learn from the Church at home, 
and to teach the Church at home — to show the Church at home, what 
the working and the good results of the English Prayer-Book and the 
English Church system may be amongst English speaking nations without 
Act of Parliament, without endowment, without any State aid. They 
have taught us that lesson ; and they taught us a second lesson when 
the Bishop of Illinois, himself a prelate of this voluntary Church, said at 
one of our former meetings, that he would rather die a moral death than, 
if he were a member of the Church in England, consent to surrender her 
position as the established form of religion in the land. In this as an 
Englishman I heartily agree, and I thank God for that great blessing to 
our realm. I beg to move without any further comment : — 

" That this Congress desires to express its grateful sense of the hearty hospitality 
md kindness shown to its Members by the Mayor of Wolverhampton, and by the 
deigy and inhabitants of the town and neighbourhood." (Cheers.) 

The Bishop of Labuan. — The feet of my being called upon to second 
the resolution, is a proof of the occasion for it. I am a wild man, and 
a wild man has been received here with a hospitality and kindness he 
oumot express. The last week has been an inexpressible pleasure to me. 
I am sure I shall go away with an intellectual surfeit, and I fear almost 
a plethora of the good things of this life. But I am glad and thankful 
you have a voice from Borneo to thank you for this great and glorious 
exhibition of the faithfulness of the people of the Church of England to 
^ir dear mother. I came here with feelings of doubt and seriousness 
as to how we should get on at home. Nothing would have brought me 
home but sickness and other mattei*s I need not mention. I had heard 
tliere were many troubles in the Church at home, and I knew one great 
trouble that was heavy upon the Colonial Church. But whatever those 
trouhles may have been, I shall go from "Wolverhampton with the full 
wsurance that the faith is sound^ that the friends of the Church are 
sound, and that, God helping them, the people of England will be true 
to their Church, and will bring her, with God's grace, through all her 
triah. This is my first Congress, and I could not conceive I should see 
^ sights and hear the words I have ; I thank God for it. Especially 
•ould I allude to the sight of last night. I am an iron man myself. I 
'^Ve wrought iron, and have used the sledge, and know what working 
fQen are. To see so many intelligent faces here last night, with not only 
^telligence, but, I would say, true gentility also beaming in their faces, 
^ enough to assure the man who goes back into the jungle to be an 
^bassador for Christ, that there is a great army behind him to sup- 
port him in his work, whatever it may be. I go away with that feeling, 
^Jid I thank you from the bottom of my heart. May God make His 
Church to grow up amongst you more and more, and if after going out 
to my work I can return ten years hence to see another Congress at 
Wolverhampton, it will be the happiest day of my life ; for I shall be 
assured that the good wishes of the Wolverhampton people will have been 
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with those who are working for the Church in far off lands, and I shal 
»ee also how the Church wiU have grown and prospered among you in th< 
mean time. (Cheers.) 

The resolution was carried unanimously. 

Sir John Morris, Mayor. — When I undertook the post of mayor o 
Wolverhampton, I felt committed to do all that was in my power t< 
further the success of this great Congress. The invitation was given b] 
my predecessor, and ray clear duty was to do the utmost I could t( 
accomplish the great object. I feel individually very thankful, and I ech( 
the sentiments of the Wolverhampton people when I say we have jasi 
cause to feel proud that this town has made itself conspicuous throagl 
the whole kingdom in accomplishing in a short space of time mosi 
remarkable things. (Cheers.) With reference to the hospitality to the 
members of Congress from a distance, I can bear witness to the universal 
anxiety to show kindness. Whatever may be said about the black country, 
those who attend future meetings of this Congress will not experience in 
any locality where it may be held more heart-felt kindness than we have 
endeavoured to show. (Cheers.) During the week, I individually regret 
to say, a short but severe illness prevented my taking my place here ; 
but I shall never forget the enjoyment which has been afforded me by 
the entertainment of a large body of clergy. I beg sincerely, in tte 
name of Wolverhampton, to thank the mover and seconder of this reso- 
lution for the kind manner in which they have expressed themselves, and 
the meeting for the cordial way in which they passed the resolutioa. 
And in so doing I am sure I express the universal feelings of my fellow 
townsmen. (Cheers.) 



MUSICAL TRAINING OP THE CLERGY. 

The Rev. Sir Frederick A. Gore Ouseley, Bart., then rea.< 
the following Paper : — 

The great improvement which has been effected in our ChurcJ 
music during the last twenty years is now a matter of common 
notoriety. Many causes have contributed to it. In part, it may b 
traced to the increased knowledge of the art, and appreciation c 
what is good in it, which has been the growth of our own time^^ 
and which has shown itself in every part of the kingdom, either i 
the form of choral societies, or of periodical concerts, or in a^ 
increased patronage and encouragement of great singers and instrt) 
mentalists. In part, again, it is simply a natural result of tb 
improved education of the lower and middle classes, for which thes 
times are distinguished. In part, moreover, it is owing to tb 
improved systems of musical instruction, and especially of chors 
teaching, which have sprung up amongst us. And it is only rigb 
to mention the name of John HuUah as one to whom we are unde 
very special obligations in this matter, as it is to him mainly tha 
our national musical revival is due. 
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But none of these causes would have produced any very good or 
permanent effect on the music of our parish churches, had not other 
and higher agencies worked together for that end. For it must be 
confessed that the improvement we now witness is not simply an 
improvement in singing, but an improvement in heartiness and 
devotion in singing — a very different and far higher thing. 

I think it may be asserted, without fear of contradiction, that the 
zeal and energy of the clergy in promoting the development of 
choral resources in their churches, is, after siil, the main-spring of 
all the great musical Church revival to which I have referred. 
Without such directing zeal and energy, no great advances would 
have been possible ; for it has always been found that method, and 
system, and concentration of power, are a sine qud non in parochial 
organizations of all kinds, and that the parish priest is the best 
person, in almost every case, to manage and direct such organiza- 
tions. If he is lukewarm or careless about any such work, his 
parishioners will generally follow his example, and become luke- 
warm and careless likewise ; and so the good work, whatsoever it 
may be, will gradually fall through, and prove a failure. It must 
be in the experience of most of us how often a change of incumbents 
has entirely diverted parochial sympathies and energies to new 
objects, and given a new colouring to the whole 77S09 of the place. 
We may, therefore, safely conclude that it is to our parochial clergy 
that we must look for the furthering and carrying out of all schemes 
for choral improvements in our parish churches. But as this zeal 
and energy on the part of the clergy is necessary for this great 
object, so it is equally essential that their zeal and energy should 
be well-informed and well-directed. It is surely manifest that mis- 
directed energy and " zeal without knowledge," can only lead to 
disastrous results. A traveller who energetically proceeds in a 
wrong direction will not be more likely to reach his destination 
than one who is too lazy to make any advance whatever; in either 
case success is equjally hopeless. Therefore it is of paramount 
importance to the improvement of our Church music that the clergy 
should not only be active in promoting it, but that they should 
know how to set about the wort in the best way. And this brings 
us to the main point to which this paper is directed, t,e, the necessity 
for increased musical knowledge among the ranks of the clergy. 
On this point there is a great deal to be remarked, and many a. 
diflSculty to be considered. 

In the first place, a few words must be said as to the desirability" 
of good music in church. Strange as it mav seem, some persons 
are occasionally to be met with who either denv this, or treat the 
whole subject with indifference and contempt But surely, when it 
is remembered that the Bible is fall of the praises of those who 
excelled in music, and devoted it to God's service — ^when we think 
of Jubal, of Miriam, of Moses, and, above all, of David, the " man 
after God's own heart" — when we study the musical direclions 
and dedications in the headings of the Psalms — ^when we read of 
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the grand orchestra and chorus employed at the dedication of Solo- 
mon s Temple — when we find the same musical circumstances care- 
fully revived in the time of Hezekiah, and expressly founded on 
Goas command by the mouth of His prophets — when we see by 
the incidental mention made of it in the Apocrypha that such con- 
tinued to be the acknowledged rule after the close of the elder 
inspired record — ^when we see our Blessed Lord and His Apostles 
singing hymns together — when we are exhorted so to do in the 
Epistles of St. Paul — ^when we are told in the Apocalypse of the 
'* narpers harping with their harps," who " sang as it were a new 
song before the throne *' of God, and learn, moreover, that such will 
be the chief delight of the blessed hereafter — when we find from 
history that the Christians from the earliest ages made music a 
prime feature in their public worship — and when we have to face 
the undoubted fact that this custom has been carried on uninter- 
ruptedly in the Church of Christ down to our own times, semm 
ubique et ah ommbits — then it must surely be needless, at this 
time, to go cunningly about to prove so patent a verity. Only let it 
be remembered first, that, to be fit for God's service, every art, and 
music among the rest, should be developed to the highest attainable 
pitch of excellence; and secondly, that, like David of old, we 
should scorn to " offer to the Lord of that which doth cost ns 
nothing,*' but rather we should delight to spend all we can of time, 
energy, and means, to prove the sincerity of our zeal for God and 
His service. 

I may, then, take it for granted that it is desirable to improve 
our Church music, both as to the things sung, and as to the way of 
singing them ; that, in order to this, two qualities are required in 
the leaders of the onward movement — earnest piety and practical 
knowledge of music and singinff ; that the clergy are the natural 
leaders of Church-psalmody and parochial musical organizations; 
that the valuable efforts of even the best professional lay musicians 
are liable to be paralyzed if the clergy do not co-operate zealously 
and intelligently ; that the musician and the divine should go hand 
in hand, each helping the other, the Church being thus served by 
the joint effort of ecclesiastical musicians and musical ecclesiastics; 
and that the clergy need to be much more musical, as a body, than 
they are at present, to bring the good work to perfection. 

There is, then, a real want in the Church. It is the want of good 
musical training for candidates for Holy Orders. 

Of course, there are some persons naturally incapable of acquiring 
musical skill. They are devoid of what is called an ear for music. 
No amount of training would supply this natural defect, and it 
woiild be waste of time and money to attempt it. I should be the 
last man to say that this incapacity rendered any one unfit for Holy 
Orders. There is plenty of work for an unmusical clergyman to da 
He can teach and preach, and visit the sick, and perform all the 
regular duties appertaining to the oflSce of a priest of the Churdi, 
excepting only those wherein music is necessary. 
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A choral service would be out of his line. He should have 
nothing- to do with it. He would be unfit for any responsible post 
connected with choral worship, or for any cure or living where such 
a service would become desirable or possible. In my opinion, such 
posts ought to be few in the Church. 

But then, on the other hand, I am convinced that the number of 
naturally unmusical persons is very much smaller than is usually 
supposed ; so that there would be plenty for those among them who 
axe ordained to do in the Church, without prejudice to the interest 
of Church music. 

If, however, by any unlucky circumstance, such a thoroughly 
non-musical man as I have described were thrust into a position 
where a choral service had to be maintained, he would not be by 
any means so unfitted to keep it up as some other sorts of clergymen 
of whom I shall j)resently speak, provided he had really efficient 

i professional musicians to help him, and clerical coadjutors to per- 
orm the musical parts of the service which are allotted to the 
clergy. For he could give effect and authority to the suggestions 
of his organist or choir-master, and invest what might otherwise be 
'Nothing beyond purely technical instructions in singing with that 
^l^aracter of devotion and holiness which ought to belong to all the 
*^essories of public worship. 

But I must now turn to a different case, and one which is, unfor- 
^ately, the commonest of all I allude to those clergy who know 
^^ very little music, and over-rate that knowledge, who have uncul- 
Svated tastes, and trust to them as guides. It is wonderful how 
^uch harm to the cause of Church music these men of small know- 
edge often do, with the best intentions. In the first place, they 
ihoose bad or unfit music, and insist on its being sung in the service, 
it may be that their organist remonstrates, and strives to prove that 
he music in question is wrongly written, full of technical errors, 
irude, or secular, or perhaps ill-fitted for the available performers. 
Sis remonstrance is slighted, and he is obliged to put up with the 
)bjectionable chant, or hymn, or chorus, often knowing, not only 
bat his own musical reputation will suffer for it, but that the service 
)f the Church will be mjured (a matter which ought to be of far 
jreater interest in his eyes). Thus bitterness and heartbrnnings 
irise — antagonism is produced between the musician and the clergy- 
nan — professional jealousy fans the flame, and often parochial 
jquabbles and miserable divisions are the ultimate result. Now, 
iad the clergyman in question known and cared nothing about 
oausic, and had accordingly left the whole matter in the musician's 
bands, all this evil would have been avoided ; or, if the clergyman 
bad been a really well-informed, well-trained musician himself, he 
would probably have coincided in opinion with his organist, they 
would have worked hand in hand, all would have been peace and 
harmony, and a grand musical improvement in the choral services 
of the Church would' inevitably have ensued. Now, the argument 
I would wish to draw from such a picture is this : it has been well 



B28 Musicdl Training of the Clergy. 

shown by Mr. Hullah and others, that very few persons are 
devoid of musical capabilities ; that, wherever such cap 
exist at all, they may be cultivated and improved ; that 
who has any natural ear for music is incapable of being wc 
into a practical musician, if the training be commenced early 
Therefore no smatterers — men of little knowledge and ii 
taste — need exist. at all among the clergy ; for all who are 
TO thus far, must have been able to be pushed further, h 
been properly taught. And if such musical training were to 
the universal rule, only two sorts of clergymen (as regj 
special point) would exist, namely, the utterly incapable 
good musiciaa But how can such a state of things be 
into being? To that point it is now time to turn. 

In the first place, more attention might easily be given to 
training in our public schools. It is true, indeed, that 
respect there has been a very great improvement in the 
years. Choral services, and choral classes for the perfom 
sacred and secular vocal music, have been in many cases est 
with various degrees of success. But still this musical ele 
the education of the rising veneration of the middle an 
classes might be developed mrther with considerable ad 
It falls to my lot to examine the musical papers of the ca 
at the " Oxford Local Examinations," or, as they are oftei 
the " Middle Class Examinations.*' Although, of cours 
sionally the papers are good, yet the average is unquestiona 
and I am obliged to set only the easiest and most ele 
questions. This proves, I think, that even where music 
part of school education, it is only taught in a very superfi 
imperfect way. And this is more evident when it is borne 
that only a very small percentage of these candidates are e: 
in music at aU. And the case is even more unsatisfactor 
first-class public schools than in those of a less ambitious cl 
There is, however, one kind of school which ought to have 
influence in leavening the ranks of the clergy with musica 
ledge and good taste, but which yet, at present, exercise 
very small power indeed in this direction. I allude to those 
connected with cathedrals and collegiate churches, whe: 
chorister boys are educated. These vary in kind in difierer 
drals. In some instances the good old system is still ke 
educating the choristers in the regular grammar-school att; 
the cathedral. This is the best system of all, and tends 
raise the tone and character of the choir boys, and to convi 
of them ultimately into musical clergymen, or at any r 
Church musicians of the highest type. Thus, much good 
effected in two different directions. In other cathedrals, tl 
isters have a special school of their own. This may be 
plan, if they are boarded and lodged with a good clerical tu 
carefully brought up to be good Christians as well as good 
and good singers. But if the education afforded them be < 
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stamp, and if they are allowed to live away from school, and run 
wild in the streets dmring their play-hours, then the effect of such 
training can only be to degrade the boys' moral tone, and render the 
office of a chorister one to be sought after by none but the lower 
grades of the community. From such a choristers' seminary no 
clergyman is likely to emanate. What shall be said, then, of a 
third sort of system, still prevailing in some cathedrals, in which 
no education whatever is afforded to boys of the choir, but they are 
merely paid a small nittance, with perhaps a new suit of clothes 
doled out periodically r A reform in the education and moral care 
of our cathedral boys would be a very efficacious step towards the 
production of a musically-educated set of clergy, not to mention 
the many other obvious advantages which would accrue to the 
cause of true religion in the person of these important and too often 
despised young ministers of the sanctuary. 

1 have spoken first of music as part of the training of boyhood 
and youth, because I strongly hold that, to be really sound and 
usefi:d, musical education cannot be begun too early. But the 
musical training of the clergy should not end with their school-life. 
It may be sanguine to do so, but I cannot refrain from entertaining 
a hope that the majority of our future parish priests may have 
been University men. At the University, then, it is obviously 
most desirable that their musical training should be continued. 
Of course, to a certain extent, this is now very much the case, but 
I should like to see much more encouragement given to the study 
and practice of music among undergraduates than we have at 
present. Unmusical authorities in the University naturally dis- 
approve of, and therefore discourage, the cultivation of music, 
rhey regard it simply as a form of idleness, and as an obstacle to 
classical and mathematical studies. And it must be admitted that 
it may easily become so, if abused. But, under proper regulations 
md restrictions, the study and practice of music afford advantages 
s^rhich more than outweigh the dangers and drawbacks to which 
khey are subject. Nor are instances wanting of men who have 
ittained the highest University honours concurrently with the 
iiligent study and practice of the tuneful art. It may be reason- 
ibly doubted, moreover, whether a man who was a good practical 
nusician, but had only secured an ordinary degree in arts, might 
lot prove a more useful parish priest than one who had attained to 
he greatest eminence in classics and mathematics, or in modem 
aw and history, or in physical science, or in modem languages, 
md yet was incapable of directing aright the musical service of his 
jhurch, or of co-operating with his organist or choir-master in the 
raining and improving of his choir. Some years ago an attempt 
vas made in Oxford to get up musical classes under the Professor 
>f Music, aided by the choragus and coryphaeus of the University, 
or the express purpose of supplying the want to which I am now 
eferring. But after a few terms the classes became unpopular, 
kud the attendance fell off to such an extent that the whole 
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scheme was pronounced a failure, and had to be abandoned. Since 
that time the interest taken in music has retrograded at Oxfoid^ 
and this appears to be a very discouraging circumstance indeei 
Still at Oxford, as well as at Cambridge, there exist many musical 
societies and associations well calculated to assist young students 
in acquiring proficiency in the art ; and there are a&o a few choral 
scholarships at each University, which, to a certain extent, afford 
a premium for musical attainments. Many who intend to become 
clereymen come forward as candidates for musical degrees, and so 
far fiimish a slight assurance that the progress of the cause of sweet 
sounds is not absolutely stagnating. 

It would, however, be a vast encouragement to such men if 
musical exhibitions could be founded — tenable for a few years— -bT" 
means of which men of limited resources, but possessed of musical 
talent, might be enabled to devote themselves to God's service ia. 
the ministry ; and I am glad to avail myself of this opportunity of 
making such a suggestion. It would be a great help to those who 
had been brought up in cathedral choirs, and who had perhaps 
acquired enough classical and mathematical knowledge to secure ^ 
degree in arts, but not enough to win an open scholarship or ex.^ 
hibition by competition. Their means, probably, would not suffice 
to enable them to enter the University at all without the aid (>£ 
some such endowment But if their musical powers could win thi^ 
ability for them, they would then in many cases proceed to degree^^ 
and at length enter Holy Orders, carrying with them both theL*^ 
original musical qualifications and the valuable prestige of ^ 
University course. Surely the advantages thus accming ar^ 
obvious. The cathedrals themselves would be supplied with a s^-^ 
of thoroughly well-trained minor canons and vicars choral. Pre- 
centors and sub-chanters, really fitted and trained for their importanm.^ 
work would be more easily found than at present, and there wouL<3 
remain a large and increasing number of musical priests to leav^^i^ 
our country parishes with a love of good Church song, and to 
remedy the many evils which have accumulated through the \oxtg 
neglect of such educational and musical appliances. 

But I must now go on to speak of the study of music in otu" 
theological colleges. It is surely, at that time especially, when 
going through those studies which are intended expressly to fit him 
for the ministry, that such a subject as music should be attended 
to by the candidate for the diaconate. For in many cases it is his 
last chance. When he has entered on the arduous duties of the 
cure of souls, he can have comparatively but little leisure for 
acquiring that practical acquaintance with music which he ought 
to nave. Therefore it is really a very important matter that choral 
training should be made an essential element in the course of study 
adopted in a theological college. And yet, if I am not mistaken, 
this is far from being recognised as a sine qud non, or even as a 
desirable thing, in any of our now numerous theological seminaries. 
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\i in this matter, however, I am misinformed, which is very 
possible, I shall rejoice to hear that I am wrong.^ 

If it be asked what is meant by choral training, I would reply 
that in this is included not only the habit of singing in parts with 
other voices, and a familiarity with Church music to be so sung, 
but also the faculty of directing the performance of such composi- 
tions by others ; so that, although every clergyman of course need 
iiot be a choir-trainer, yet he may know how such training ought 
to be conducted, and can superintend with advantage the choir- 
practices in his parish, under the professional bdton of his organist 
or choir-master. Such a power could surely be acquired more or 
less perfectly, if good choral instruction were in every case supplied 
in our theological colleges, provided, of course, that the candidates 
^ere not totally devoid of musical capability — which, as I observed 
just now, may occasionally, though not often, be the case. Having 
^ow traced the course of the candidate from school to the university 
^nd the theological college, and thus to the very verge of ordina- 
*^pn, and having shown various ways in which, at every stage of 
™ Career, musical instruction might be afforded to him without 
P^^judice to other requirements, and with great ultimate advantage, 
^, It seems to me, to himself and to the church in which he is to 
^^ister; it remains to make one more suggestion, which I feel 
soaxe delicacy in doing, lest it should appear presumptuous towards 
^T superiors in the Church. Let me, therefore, earnestly depre- 
^^^ any such imputation, while I humbly venture to suggest that 
?^^sic should form a part of the examination for Deacon's Orders. 
^ ^o not say that it should be a subject to be passed in of necessity, 
^^y more than the knowledge of Hebrew or Syriac. But surely it 
^ght be put forward with great propriety as an optional or alter- 
native subject, and I am thorouglily persuaded that great benefits 
^ould ensue from such a system. 

Leaving to those who are by nature unmusical the performance 
cf all such duties in the church as need no such powers, surely it is 
Hot too much to ask that all who are gifted with musical voices and 
ears, and wish to enter Holy Orders, should cultivate these divinelj 
given faculties with a view to their use in the church, and to their 
devotion to the highest purposes of religious edification. When I 
meet a clergyman who tells me he has a good voice and ear, and 
likes music, but knows nothing about it, and has no time or oppor- 
tunity to learn — or when he shows, by his choice of pieces to be 
sung in his church, or by his expression of opinion, that his 
musical tastes have never been cultivated or developed — or when 
he regards music solely from an antiquarian or ecclesiological point 
of view, and affects to make light of the opinions of those educated 
musicians who would fain assure him that the art and science have 
been improved and developed since the days of St. Ambrose, or 

^ From infonnation received since this paper was read, it would appear that at 
Cuddesden the parish organist does give musical instruction to theological students 
in the College, and that in many cases good results have ensued. " O si sic omnia !** 
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that harmony and melody most be combined to make up a perfect 
whole, or that the old Chnrch modes are for the most part musically 
imperfect and unsatisfactory, or that there is such a thing as a 
system of harmony derivable from the phenomena of acoustics— 
when I meet such a man it always makes me sad, for it seems to 
show a great waste of power and of natural faculty, a sinM 
neglect of capabilities bestowed from on High, which might with 
cultivation have been pressed into the service of the sanctuary, but 
are now lost irretrievably. 

In our cathedrals we ought to have a set of clergy of the highest 
musical calibre — I do not mean, of course, that every cathedral 
office should always be filled by such men — that would be un- 
reasonable — but that our precentors, sub-chanters, and priest vicars, 
should not only be able to chant the prayers well, but should also 
really understand music, as science. It would conduce much to 
this end if, in the case of such persons, every possible encourage- 
ment were given to the practice of taking University degrees in the 
faculty of music. And it must be obvious that the powerful 
musical element which would thus be introduced into our cathedral 
bodies must of necessity have a tendency to raise their standard of 
choral eminence, and render these establishments in reality, what 
thev have always been in theory, both centres of sacred art, securing 
at least two grand musical oblations of praise to our Heavenly 
King daily in each diocese, and also models of divine worship of 
the most perfect type to all the parish churches around them. To 
the accomplishment of such good objects, the improved musical 
training of our clergy would not meanly contribute. 

There is one point to which I have already alluded, on which I 
would fain say a few words ere I conclude, I mean the danger of 
collision between the professional musician and the clergyman. 
This danger besets the precentor of a cathedral no less than the 
country parson. One great principle which both the priest and the 
musician should ever bear in mind to avoid this danger is cuique in 
arte sud credendum. Where there is no capable organist or choir- 
master, as must necessarily be the case in many poor rural districts, 
it is obvious that the clergyman must be solely responsible for the 
whole musical arrangements of the church, and this is just one of 
those cases in which a musical training is most indispensable. But 
where there is a good organist or choir-master, then he ought not 
on any account to be interfered with in purely tecbnical matters 
connected with his profession. Even if the clergyman be a really 
good musician, still he should remember that he is but an amateur 
after all ; as such, it would be as bad taste in him to dictate to his 
organist in matters of strictly musical detail, as it would be were 
the organist to dictate to his clergyman as to the doctrine of his 
sermons. The musical priest will do well to consult frequently, in 
a friendly and brotherly way, with the professional musician on 
technical musical points. All lovers of music should regard one 
another as brothers, from an artistic point of view ; and thus the 
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theological and musical faculties will co-operate in a friendly way 
in the good and holy work in which they are both enlisted, and the 
musical acquirements of the clergyman will be as great a recom- 
mendation in the eyes of the organist of his church as the theo- 
logical orthodoxy of the musician would be in the eyes of his 
parish priest. But on the other hand, of course, the clergyman 
must always hold his own where theological questions come into 
discussion. On such points no mere musicians should presume to 
advise him ; and where the questions at issue trench on the con- 
fines of the two faculties — theology and music — as, of course, is 
frequently the case, a little mutual concession and forbearance will 
generally settle all differences ; if not, reference to some external 
arbiter suggests itself as the best solution of the difficulty. But if 
the organist will only remember that the parish priest must be 
supreme in the ordering of his services, while the clergyman on his 
part recollects the rule cuique in arte sud credendurriy and abstains 
from dictating to the musican in purely technical questions of his 
art, in nine cases out of ten no such discrepancies will arise at all 
— and they will be fewer in proportion as the two parties are drawn 
together by increased Churcn feeling and devotion on the part ot 
the musician, and by improved musical knowledge and taste on the 
part of the divine. 

From all which considerations an argument may be drawn in 
favour of an improved musical training of the clergy. Nor is this 
musical training so hard to procure now as it was formerly. The 
numberless choral societies and associations which have sprung up 
nearly everywhere present great facilities for self-improvement 
Many manuals have been published for the use of choir-trainers 
and the organizers of choral classes. And the young clergyman 
can improve himself chorally by a diligent study and use of such 
works, either at home or (which is best) in company with other 
learners of the vocal art. 

Of course, Mr. HuUah's publications stand out in the first rank 
for such purposes. Then we have Mr. Frederick Helmore's very 
excellent little work on Church Choirs, which should be in the 
hands of every musical clergyman and every choir-master. 

Nor can I omit strongly to recommend Mr. Richard Mann's 
admirable "Manual of Singing," which deserves to be widely 
known and used. 

But now it is time to bring these remarks to a close. In con- 
clusion, I have only to entreat the indulgence of my hearers if, in 
my zeal, I have been betrayed into any expressions calculated to 
give pain or to excite opposition. 

If I am mistaken, I am only too glad to have my mistakes 
pointed out ; if I am right in my views, it will surely be of use 
to have stated them publicly. One object alone has been before 
me : the improvement of the music of the English Church, to the 
glory of God and the edification of His people. 
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ON CHURCH MUSIC, 

WITH SPECIAL REFERENCE TO THE JOINING OF ALL THE PEOPLE 
IN SACRED SONG. 



The Rev. Thomas Helmore (of the Chapel Royal) read tie 
following Paper : — 

Zeal for God, and for the extension of the kingdom of grace has 
always had its outward expression in the Psalms and Hymns and 
spiritual Songs of the Church. 

This is as true of the Christian as of the elder Jewish Church,— 
proofs of this from Holy Scripture, both in the Old and New Testa- 
ment, are numerous and unequivocal, and familiar to us all. 

The denizens of Christ's eternal kingdom, are, in the Revelation 
of St John the Divine, prophetically described as continuing the 
same mode of setting forth His creatures' adoration, love, thanks- 
giving, and praise before the Throne of God, Who is the Giver of 
all good gifts. 

Music is one of these good gifts ; and its highest province, and 
occupation is the expression of human affections. By expressing 
them, it establishes, confirms, and strengthens them in the heart 
that feels them, evokes them in others who are susceptible of 
musical impressions, and communicates them to all sympathetic 
hearers ; nay, more, it sometimes, like true eloquence, binds in its 
golden chains, and leads captive in its triumph, souls little enduecL 
by nature with the sense of the beautiful or tne sublime. 

To many, music is no language, it is a mere noise. Regarded io- 
the light of a polite recreallon, it is agreeable or the contrary to 
them, in proportion as it does, or does not interrupt the flow o^ 
their conversation, or draw them off from some object or othe:«c^ 
which they find more enjoyable, and consider, perhaps, mor^ 
worthy of an intellectual being's attention. 

And it seems to me, that in social life, too much music is per— ^ 
formed in a spirit of indulgence and amiable unconcern, to suit th^ 
convenience, and to humour the carelessness of these naturally un— ^ 
musical persons. 

Hence, music has come to be thought of by many among u^ 
merely as an amusement for those that like it ; and all its highei^ 
and more solemn functions are consequently apt to be disregarded, 
neglected, forgotten — and thus, at last the power to avail ourselves 
of these is, by a righteous retribution, wholly lost. Man cannot 
neglect and despise any of God's gifts without incuning the divine 
displeasure, and bringing upon his own head the sad effects of his 
folly. A Church cannot, in one generation, recover itself from the 
neglect of music in those which have immediately preceded it. 

This is our position now. The Catholic use of music in the 
ritual of our service, has, for centuries, been carelessly and ill-con- 
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icted in too many (that I say not all) of our English cathedrals ; 
id totally banished from our ordinary town and village parish 
lurches. 

A distinction has erown up in the minds of English Christians 
stvreen Cathedral bervice, and Parochial Service, which ought 
Bver to have existed ; and the continuance of which ought no 
mger to be tolerated. 

K proof be required of this position, I would remind the inquirer 
f the fact that no such distinction exists in our Prayer-book, m the 
ibrical directions for the saying and singing Morning Prayers, 
litany, Holy Communion, and the other services of public worship. 
fo such difference existed in our early pre-Reformation Church- 
ooks. Nor is there any reason in the nature of the thing itself 
'hy there should be. 

Lastly, we know that formerly many paid choirs existed in 
arish churches, and their means of fulfilling the musical directions 
f the Rubrics were as competent for the purpose as those of the 
ithedrals themselves. And this brings me to remark, that the 
fesent state of the English Church law on the subject is this, — it 
^dently provides for as ftill, complete, and solemn service in every 
lurch, as the means, ability, and zeal of the ministers and people, 
gether with a choir, if there be one (voluntary or official), will 
'ow. 

Happily, the battle for the retention and extension of the choral 
vice in our Church has been fought and won ; and it is now only a 
tter of time, money, musical progress, and Church zeal, how soon 

solemn and heart-soothing strains shall edify the people of 
gland in every parish in om* land. If the will be not wanting, the 
^er will soon follow. But for this end, both the clergy and the 

Sle must learn to sing. 
3 expect good congregational singing while not one man in ten 
i. use his voice musically, is but a fiction, a snare, and a delusion. 
Omen and children are somewhat more able to join in choral 
rship than men, probably from greater docility, more and better 
pcrtunities of learning to sing, and also from greater sympathy 
th the forms of artistic expression ; but they require more direc- 
n than is usually provided for them before any great efficiency 
u be attained, as to the object now under consideration. 
The poor are also richer, as a rule, in musical ability, than the 
iddle and higher classes of society ; and this is in part, doubtless, 
& effect of this ninteenth century's vocal training. ^ Children in 
mday Schools, in Infant Schools, in British and National Schools, 
Military Asylum Schools, as well as soldiers and sailors, have 
., since the beginning of our age, been brought more or less into 
B habit and custom of hearing and imitating musical sounds, 
id among the middle classes much has been done to cultivate the 
isical sense by choral societies and voluntary choirs. Still, these 
luences are by no means very widely extended as yet; and, 
Brefore, the majority even of women and children, and of the 
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poor, require, I submit, much more instruction than they at present 
can obtain from any available source, to enable them to job 
effectively in congregational singing. 

In how many private academies, grammar schools, and colleges, 
have boys and girls of the middle and upper ranks of society in 
Great Britain b^n expected, and encouraged, and taught to join 
chorally in any song, sacred or secular, for the last two hundred 
years, till very lately? Did not Lord Chesterfield proscribe the 

i)ractice of music to his ideal gentleman ? and did not our grand- 
iathers, and great grandfathers, too, generally look upon music as a 
study which tended to vice and dissipation, rather than to virtue 
and religion? 

How did the most famous head-masters of our Eton, Harrow, 
Westminster, Rugby, Shrewsbury, and other public schools for- 
merly regard this study for the youth they haid to train in the 
liberal arts? How have Oxford and Cambridge fostered the 
practice of sacred song in the years that are past ? How many 
gentlemen does each of us know, in our own social circle, who can 
join a chorus, take part in a glee or madrigal, or even sine the 
easiest song? How many Bishops in the last century could sing 
the Litany r how many priests intone the Psalms ? 

Look round fairly ana truthfully, and say what vocal material, 
on a large and comprehensive scale, is at present actually ready to 
hand, up and down the country, for the production of the Music of 
the Churchy with special reference to Congregational Sinaing 1 My 
own experience (by no means small, or exclusively of one kind) 
answers the question thus, — the material has almost everywhere to 
be (if I may use the term) manufactured; there is, of course, plenty 
of the raw material everywhere, for all but the physically im- 
perfect have voices, but a very large proportion of all ranks and 
ages, and of both sexes, cannot sing. . 

To remedy this state of things, the regular systematic teaching of 
singing must be everywhere insisted on. All schools, of all grades, 
from the highest to the lowest, should be regularly instructed in the 
rudiments of music, and in singing. It is pleasant to know that 
in our day efforts for this end have been made, and are still making 
in some of our public grammar schools. People who have left 
school, and who cannot sing, should join adult singing classes; 
and it has proved of essential value in several churches, and is 
surely desirable in all, to have regular meetings, held in school- 
rooms or other convenient places, of the clergy, choir, and congrega- 
tion generally, for instruction and practice in the music to be used 
in Divine Service. Were this plan more general, Church music 
would doubtless become tenfold more interesting, and prove a great 
means of increasing the fervour of the regular attendants at church, 
and of decreasing the number of those who ** forsake the assembling 
themselves together," as is the manner, alasl of so many thousands 
of the people of this Christian land. 

But teaching singing more generally must be followed up, in 
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i. order to secure the best results, by such a choice of music to be 
i used in each particular church as is suited to the capacity, and (in 
\ a proper degree) to the tastes of the worshippers. 

I The power to teach others, of course, implies a superior amount of 

skill in some ; and this leads me to remark that good Church music 
involves the desirableness — I had almost said the necessity — of 
f choirs. 

r If you train but a few children in whatever you may wish to be 

r Bung by a congregation in Church, those children become in a 
i sense, a choir ; and though the term is more usually employed of a 
more perfect organization, providing for the performance of harmo- 
nized vocal music, yet a body of children, or of others, trained to 
sing only in unison^ forms, properly speaking, a choir. 
Whatever the constitution of a choir. Church music may. be 
\ divided into such as is intended for the choir alone, or for the choir 
I *nd people together ; or again, for the people without the choir. 
\ A due use, where practicable, of all three of these ; and also a sub- 

[ division requiring more than one choir, and that in a more varied 
i manner than is at present common in England, would, I believe, 
I . tend as much to devotion and heartiness in worship as it certainly 
[ ^onld to variety of effect, relief from monotony, and the preven- 
tion of the over-fatigue which is at present too often experienced, 
fc>m the neglect of a suitable division of the sacred labour. The 
antiphonal chanting of Psalms, it may here be remarked, is as 
jonsonant with the precepts of all good vocalists, (who will not 
iave the voice worn out by too continuous efforts), as with the 
^xtional customs of the Catholic Church ; and the introduction of 
^ Anthem, or Hymn, after the Third Collect of Matins and Vespers, 
^ a great boon to children and weakly people, to whom the too 
■ fij^^feral custom of omitting what the rubric requires in every 
c^JUixh, where there is any singing at all, causes great weariness, 
^^P^ially on Litany days. I doubt whether the strongest among 
^ finds it easy to keep the mind in an earnest attitude of prayer 
"^onghout the unbroken series of the Morning Collects and other 
P^^yers from the Apostles' Creed to the end of the Litany, including 
. *j|^ additional prayers and thanksgiving of a full service, without 
^^s wisely appointed change of posture and devotion. 

"Whatever music is to be sung, I would here suggest, should be 
v^ ) Holy ; (2) best of its kind ; and, (3) devotional, rather than 
Jl^^sational. I use the term Holy as expressing more strongly than 
^h.^ word Sacred (which is verjr loosely employed in our day) the 
'^St requirement in this, as in everything connected with the 
^Oiahip of the Most Holy God. As Hooker writes : " In Church 
^'^Usic, curiosity and ostentation of art, wanton, or light, or unsuit- 
^We harmony, such as only pleaseth the ear, and does not naturally 
^^e to the very kind and degree of those impressions,~which the 
fatter that goeth with it leaveth, or is apt to leave in men's minds, 
^oth rather blemish and disgrace that we do than add either beauty 
^1^ furtherance unto it "* (Hooker's Eccl. Pol. v. xxxviii. 3). This 
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reslriction would surely banish from our churches all adaptation 
from opera airs, drinking songs, common ballad, and dance-tunes, 
as well also as music, which, once stolen from the Church, has beeu 
too long appropriated to secular words, to be restored to its legiti- 
mate use, without their secular associations. I may particularise 
the song, " Should auld acquaintance be foi^ot," as an instance of 
this. The music of the Church should be fit to be sung by holy 
persons, to holy words, in holy places. 

My second rule that each specimen of Church music employed 
in Divine Service should be the best of its kind, implies choice and 
selection from an abundant store ; and conscientious care and pains- 
taking in their exercise; Chants for the Psalms and Canticles 
Cathedral Service-music, technically so called, Anthems, Chorales 
Metrical Psalm and Hymn tunes, all exist of the most varied anc 
excellent kind ; and although it is not to be expected that th; 
tastes of all who are responsible for the choice will be alike ; yet . 
believe that if all would take pains and trouble to learn wha 
really, in the opinion of the best judges, is best in each of these 
opposite, and seemingly repugnant tastes would not so often b 
ofiended as is now unhappily the case. 

The third rule I proposed was, that Church music ought to b 
devotional rather than merely sensational. I mean, that though i 
ought to elevate and profoundly move the devout soul, yet it shoul- 
not hold her captive as its own proper slave or worshipper, but ai 
her in adorning the Infinite, in pouring out her whole love to th 
Divine source of all beauty and perfection, and in transportin 
herself above all earthly and mere sensuous pleasures into the ver 
heaven of heavens, where will be her future abode, and wher 
even now, is her citizenship, her treasure, and her only prop( 
home. 

It will now be necessary to consider more particularly the sul 
ject of choir-singing, and the qualifications of choir-singers, befoi 
I speak further of the people in general, and their music. 

Now, we know that in the ancient Jewish Church, singei 
harpists, trumpeters, and instrumentalists of all kinds, in lar^ 
numbers, were professionally attached to the regular staff of tl 
Levitical ministry, and that their performances constituted an in 
portant part of all the solemn feasts, and also of the more ordinal 
daily worship of the Tabernacle and Temple service. And 
would seem that women were not excluded from the Tabemac 
and Temple choir. This we gather from 1 Chron. xxv. where, in tl 
description of King David's royal appointments for the service 
the sons of Asaph, and of Heman, and of Jeduthun, who shou 
prophesy with harps and psalteries, and with cymbals, it is e: 
pressly stated that the second of these three great fathers of sacw 
music, Heman, "had fourteen sons and three daughters;" and it 
added in the next verse, " all these were under the hands of the 
father for song in the house of Qod^ In the preceding chapter ^ 
learn that the office of praise was every morning and evening ; fi 
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among the duties of the Levites in attendance on the priests, the 
sons of Aaron therein enumerated, we read their duty was, in 
addition to all the minute service for the house of the Lord in the 
chambers, courts, the purifying of holy vessels, preparing the shew- 
hread, the fine flour for the meat (i, e. wheat) offering, and for the 
unleavened cakes, and various other details of the Divinely ordered 
service, — besides all this, (as the crown and sum of all), their duty 
was " to stand every morning to thank and praise the Lord, and 
lihemee at even.'* In another place, (1 Chron. ix. 33,) we read that 
"these singers— chief of the fathers of the Levites remaining 
in the chambers were firee, for they were employed in that work 
day and night." The twenty-four courses of priests found an equal 
Dumber of attendant courses of singers and minstrels. " The 
singers go before, the minstrels follow after, in the midst are the 
damsels, playing with the timbrels." 

There are two points which seem to me to have been too little 
ftought of and insisted upon in drawing conclusions for the musical 
guidance of the Christian Church from Jewish precedents. 

1 . These musical arrangements are nowhere spoken of, or regarded 
l>y the inspired writers as a part of the typical and shadowy Levitical 
dispensation which was to be abolished when the good things to 
conae had superseded them, 

2. These Bitual observances were of Ecclesiastical addition, in- 
deed, being arranged by King David, "with the advice of the 
prophet Samuel;",^ but, lest any should suppose that, therefore, 
they were no precedent for gospel times, we are expressly told that 
^ha.t the sweet singer of Israel did in this matter, be did by the 
command of God ;* for when Hezekiah restored the Temple service, 
we xead, " he set the Levites in the house of the Lord with 
cynahals, with psalteries, and with harps, according to the com- 
mandment of David, and of God the king's seer, and Nathan the 
prophet : for so was the commandment of the Lord by his Prophets,^' ^ 

^ This Choral Service then, being no part of the transitory legal 
dispensation, but a foretaste of the more spiritual heart-service of 
the Grospel, was added by Divine direction, and continued, with 
more or less splendour, as long as the Levitical service itself. 
Though abolished during the Babvlonian captivity, it was renewed 
*t the Restoration, and existed still in the times of our Lord' a own 
^joum in Palestine, and in the days of his Holy Apostles, until 
the final destruction of the Temple, and of the city Jerusalem, fore- 
*^ld by our Lord himself when ne wept over it for the sorrows and 
^^ Unutterable miseries of that awful day of terrible retribution. 
^^^ Jewish historian Josephus confirms this fact, gathered from 
^^ny passages of the Old Testament ; and in a singular statement 
towards the close of his " Antiquities " in recording their trangression 
^* ^Ucient usage, marks emphatically the continuance of the order 
^^ the singers up to the days of Albinus, procurator of Judaea, 

» Pyle, Com. 1 Chron. ix. 22. « See 1 Chron. xxviii. 11-20. 

» 2 Chron. xxix. 25. 
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A.D. 63. He writes thus (Whiston's Trans. Ixx. c. ix. 6), " Now, 
as many of the Levites, which is a tribe of ours, as were singers 
of hymns, persuaded the king to assemble a sandhedrim, and to 
give them leave to wear linen garments, as well as the priests: 
for they said this would be a work worthy the times of his govern- 
ment, that he might have a memorial of such a novelty, as being 
his doing. Nor did they fail of obtaining their desire, for the king, 
with the suffrages of those that came into the sanhedrim, granted 
the singers of hymns this privilege, that they might lay aside their 
former garments, and wear such a linen one as they desired; and 
as a part of this tribe ministered in the Temple, he also permitted 
them to learn those hymns they had besought him for. Now all 
this was contrary to the laws of our country, which whenever they 
have been transgressed, we have never been able to avoid the 
punishment of such transgressions." 

The Apostles and first Christians then, continuing daily in the 
Temple, joined doubtless in those hymns and psalms, which con- 
stituted what would answer to our present Morning and Evening 
Prayers, Matins, and Evensong ; and attended also, the grand 
service of the New Dispensation, " breaking bread from house to 
house," or rather in the home, that upper chamber which, conse- 
crated by our Lord's own institution of the Blessed Sacrament of 
His Body aiid Blood, the learned Edward Meade has so well proved 
to have been the first Lord's House, or Church of the first 
Christians. Therefore, the Psalms of the first Christians would, of 
course, be the Psalms of David, the Temple Psalms, their tunes the 
Temple tunes; adding to these, doubtless, hymns and spiritual 
songs of more direct Evangelical expression, dictated by the Holy 
Ghost, as, e.g. that quoted in the fourth chapter of the Acts " Lord 
thou art God f and (if Michaelis and others are right in their con- 
jecture,) those of which fragments may be detected in several of 
St. Paul's Epistles, ** Awake thou that sleepest" (Eph. v. 14); 
*'If a man desire the office of a Bishop" (1 Tim. iii. 1-17J ; " If 
we be dead with Him" (2 Tim. ii. 11); and many others in the 
Apocalypse, a body of devotional hymnody would naturally be 
quickly formed, which would be sung by the various teachers and 
their converts, in addition to those elder Psalms, the well-known and 
far-famed songs of Zion, which that nation, the chosen race, the 
favoured people, leaders of the tuneful art in all ages had sung for 
many generations. These songs of Zion probably caught, as to 
their tuneful melodies, in attendance at the three great annual feasts 
at the Temple of Jerusalem, were carried down from the Capitol io 
be sung in the remotest homes of Palestine, and (after the founding 
of the synagogues,) in their Sabbath congregations, wherever the 
law of Moses, and the fear of the Lord of Hosts was cherished by 
the devout Israelites. 

We have abundant proof in the New Testament, both in histo- 
rical notices^ and in Apostolic precepts that *■ Psalms, Hymns, and 
Spiritual Songs " formed an integral part of the worship of the 
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Christian Church in Apostolic times. Each Jewish congregation 
would be its own choir,- — and no very great need of a separate order 
of cantores, or professional singers would at first be felt, especially 
as we read (Acts vi. 7) that " a great company of the priests were 
obedient to the faith," who, being more or less conversant with the 
Temple music, would doubtless increase the vocal resources of the 
new Christian worship. But (as has been well remarked,) " the 
importance of Psalmody and Hymnody in the Apostolical Churches 
may well lead us to look for the appointment of special singers 
and precentors from a very remote period of ecclesiastical history. 
And we learn from many passages of ancient writers that the office 
of singer was recognised among the other ecclesiastical appoint- 
ments." (See Riddle's "Christian Antiquities," p. 306.) The 
proofe of this grow stronger as we descend the stream of time, and 
as soon as Christianity had triumphed over the old paganism of 
the Koman Empire, when one half of its inhabitants professed 
the faith, and the troubles and persecutions of the first ages of 
the Church were exchanged for State favour and protection, so 
soon do we read of regular singers being appointed, who might 
improve ecclesiastical music, and lead in the Cliurch. The records 
of their formal " appointment date at latest from the middle 
of the fourth century." They did not, like the higher orders 
of the Christian Ministry, require Episcopal ordination, but might 
be appointed to their office by a priest. The fourth Council of 
Carthage prescribes the form of ordination ; — " Vide, ut, quod ore 
cantas, corde credas, et quod corde credis, operibus comprobes." 
(" See that what thou singest with thy mouth, thou believe also in 
^ine heart, and that what thou believest in thine heart, thou con- 
firm also in thy life.") 

Thus then we see, as it were, the gradual merging of the old 
Templar Minstrelsy in the early Psalms, Hymns, and Spiritual 
Songs of the new Christian Church ; and after its trials and vicissi-r 
tudes, we see that Church developing its upper-chamber worship, 
and the holy services in catacombs, and other hiding places from 
the storms of persecution, into the Eoyal Basilicas and noble 
churches of Constantine and Helena, as the tabernacle of the 
wilderness, — ^borne about on the shoulders of the Kohathites, had 
formerly developed, first into the settled and no more to be removed 
Tabernacle of the Koyal David's Choral celebrations, and then into 
the gorgeous Temple of King Solomon, on the sacred hights of 
Sion, with its multitudinous choirs and orchestral bands. 

Now began again, in fuller state, and with more of artistic skill, 
that same Divinely appointed, and ecclesiastically ordered service of 
song, with its choirs, and precentors and rectores cJiori, which, 
with little essential change, has, Jlrst in the Jewish Church, and 
tJien in Christ's Holy Church throughout the world, handed on the 
praise of God from feing David's times to our own. Such then are 
the antecedents of our present choirs. 

* Guericke's "Man. of Aut." p. 65, 
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There is, as we all know, a venr marked and decided gradation ""^ 
of musical skill in choirs. The least skilful are often, under om 

Iiresent circumstances, even less skilful in song than the theory I 
lol J would require every healthy and able-bodied member of the 
rest of the congi'cgation to be. It is a gain, however, even in sucli 
a case, to get the unskilled to place themselves in a position to 
learn. 

It is, however, evident that the style of music to be chosen fot 
such persons must be very different (at least as to its highest 
forms) from that intended for those who are skilful. But whether a 
choir be skilful or not, learned or not, I conceive their proper work 
divides itself naturally into two parts, — ^viz. that in which fliey sing 
vicariously, as offering up for the congregation, the sacrifice of praise ; 
and that in which the people are expected to join themselves. 

And allow me to remark that this I would apply to the most 
skilled Cathedral, or Royal Chapel choir, as much as to the roughest 
choir in a remote corner of the country. The leading the service of 
song when the people are to join, may be better considered here- 
after, when we come to treat specially of that part of the subject 
before us. I will now offer a few remarks upon choir-singing, — not 
to be joined-in, but properly to be listened-to, by the rest of the 
people, and perhaps in some cases by the clergy themselves. 

I fear many pious persons have not folly realised the fact that it 
is as possible, and as right, (abstractedly considered) to stand before 
the altar in worship silently, while a choir is raising some solemn ox 
joyous strain to the praise and glory of Almighty God, as it is to 
stand silent while the minister reads the Gospel, to sit silent while 
the Scripture Lessons, or the Epistle are read, or to kneel in silence 
during the priest*s part in the Suffrages, or Collects, or other prayers ; 
or to cease singing (or reading, as the case may be,) in the alternate 
verses of the Psalms and Canticles. In fact, the rationale of choral 
worsliip having been lost too generally among us, the notion of the 
metrical''' Singing-Psalms'^^ for clert, charity-children, and con- 
gregation, (which was all the music poor England got in the 
general run of parish churches during some 200 years before the 
middle of this century), has so rooted itself in people's minds, that 
to be expected to attend to any antiphonal or other choral prO' 
prieties of this sort is thought an invasion of Christian liberty^ 
which, alas ! (like political liberty), is with many only a synonym^ 
for utter lawlessness, and disregard of anything but self^ of any 
will but one's ovm. 

But the Apostolic rule '* Let all things be done decently and ii^ 
order," is most peculiarly applicable to all that appertains to the 
use of choirs in churches ; and it is no true spirit of reverence or 
of devotion that would prompt a breach of musical order, under the 
plea of individual right, general rubrical direction, and personal 
duty. Hence, for members of a congregation to mar the effect of 
choir-singing by joining, in what is not, musically speaking, their 
part, is, I believe, an offence both against church order and decency, 



Rev, Thomas Helvwre. 343 

id against Christian charity ; it shows a kind of " dog-in-the- 
anger spirit," that can neither enjoy listening devotionally itself, 
>r permit others to do so. 

In choir-singing, it is of the first importance that the persons who 
ag, as well as the music sung, should be holy and devout, *^ Like 
5gets like," and unholy and irreverent persons and music are sure 

promote unholiness and irreverence in others in the churches they 
•ofane. More scandal and dislike has been brought upon choir- 
usic from negligence as to this point, than in any other way. It 

surely a thing not to be endured, that any irreligious, and most 
tely on that account, self-excommunicated person, — I mean any 
iult non-communicant — should be allowed to lead in the service of 
te Church as a member of the church-choir ! 

And yet, alas I T have been, in more than one instance, assured 
lat if none but persons of religious minds, and who were there- 
)re communicants, were to be allowed to form a part of the adult 
members of a church-choir, it would be impossible to form and 
'tain a choir at all. 

Perish the choralism I Perish all music in the professed worship 

God, that is dependent upon such unholy time-serving unfaith- 
'iiess to Christ and His Church ! Can any devout Christian be- 
^e that the choralism of such persons can be pleasing to our 
Evenly Father? Will not all such pretended worship be rather 
offence to Him, like the offerings of the unholy Israelites of old, 
>uked of God by his prophet Isaiah. " To what purpose is the 
Ititude of your sacrifices unto me ? saith the Lord, ... it is 
Jiiity even the solemn meeting. Your new moons, and your 
>ointed feasts my soul hateth : they are a trouble unto me ; I am 
^Tj to bear them." (Is. i. 11-14.) 

^ full and faithful return by the whole Church of England to the 
poilive and therefore Catholic practice of a fuller and more 
igent and faithful administration of the blessed Eucharist, and 

insisting, by the ministers of the Chm'ch on the indipensable 
-essity for every Christian to be a devout and constant communi- 
st, followed up by practical methods to secure obedience, would 
>ti render such an alternative impossible. . . 

One great evil connected with choir abuses of this kind is the 
?Iect of the proper Liturgical Music of the great Christian Service, 
'^here be any portion of the Divine worship in our churches which, 
^e than another, vindicates as its peculiar right the use of music, 
8 surely this. At its first institution, we have the example of 
' blessed Lord, who. Himself, sung with the Apostles, the Pascal 
^mn. 

In our own Liturgy, the " Kyrie eleeson," '* Gloria tibi," the 
3redo in unum Deum," the " Sursum Corda," the " Offertory," 
Tersanctus," and " Gloria in excelsis," all claim the musical ex- 
Jssion which they originally had, and which the Holy Church 
roughout the world has always given them, except in times and 
ices of gross apathy and neglect. 
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In the Holy Communion, if anywhere, from the Eucharistic and ^ 
sacrificial character of the whole service, a choir is most required, i-^ 
whether to lead the people in simple strains, or to offer up for them, 
in high artistic music, more glorious and heavenly strains than un- 
tutored lips can utter. Here, the whole province of the vocal and 
instrumental art ought, without stint and penurious grudging, to 
be employed to raise the thoughts, feelings, and affections of the 
devout communicants to the highest pitch of human adoration, to 
exalt them above earth and earthly things, and to " bring all heaven 
before their eyes." 

May we not add, that then, if ever, the highest efforts of art, the 
first and best fruits of human genius, and human executive skill 
should be brought as an offering to Him who in His re^ spiritual 
sacramental presence is then in the midst of His faithful people to 
be adored, and worshipped, and glorified by them, as well as hj all 
the An<]jelic Host, with our most fervent" hosannas, our most skilful 
hallelujahs, and all the tuneful magnificence of our best orchestral 
instruments of music? 

At the risk of seeming to dwell too long on this part of my 
lecture, I cannot but entreat my audience to consider well the 
various injurious results of that opposite course now too common in 
English churches, not excepting many, if not most, of our cathe- 
drals. From the withdrawing from the assemblies of God's faithful 
people of the gi-eat mass of our congregations, and, generally 
speating, the whole of our choirs, at the most solemn part of the 
Holy Communion, the service, which, up to this time, had been 
solemnised with more or less of musical expression, here becomes a 
matter of ordinary reading and low murmuring, and muttering, in 
the way of common speaking. The communicants, (including the 
celebrant and any attendant ministers), who are, beyond a doubt, the 
most outwardly correct and devout persons in the place, either 
cannot or wUl not— certainly they do not sing either their " jffo/y, 
h^ly, holy^' nor their " Qthry to God in the highest.'' What must be 
the natural effect of this upon their own minds, and of those who 
go away in the middle of the service, and leave them to their tune- 
less devotions ? Surely that which is almost everywhere felt, if not 
expressed, viz. that the music of the Church is not the highest and 
most solemn vehicle of human adoration to the Almighty Father. 

Is this a true, i.e. is this a scriptural notion? is it borne out by 
the practice of the universal Church? or is it not rather one of 
those gloomy and harsh opinions which we inherit from Puritan 
forefathers and false teachers, in times of the degradation, of all 
Christian art, the triumph of schism, the desolation and overthrow, 
for a time, of our Church's Apostolical polity? Habit, indeed, all- 
powerful and all-transforming, may so reconcile devout minds to 
the state of things I am deploring, as that they find a quiet and re- 
pose in the absence of all music, which serves to increase their own 
solemnity. God forbid we should obtrude too hastily upon any 
such pious persons a style of celebration alien from their habits, and 
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^nsequently to them the very opposite of what we should desire it 
to be. And I take this opportunity of disclaiming the slightest 
Intention of urging hasty or ill-concerted attempts to change inve- 
terate habits, or to introduce any such musical additions as (though 
in themselves desirable, and plainly right,) might retard rather than 
advance the work of Christ's Church in saving sinners, and building 
up saints in their most holy faith. 

Some notions theoretically right, If put into practice, may, from 
various accidents, prove practically wrong ; yet, does it not the less 
become us to hold fast, and to study to discover right theories, and 
to bend aside all accidental hindrances to their practical realization. 

May we not also fairly attribute to our past and present culpable 
neglect of the Eucharistic music, some portion of the neglect of the 

E)sitive duty of communicating so widely deplored among us. I was 
tely told of an earnest English priest, who, having failed in many 
efforts of various kinds to induce more of his flock to obey the last 
precept of their Lord, at last invited them to remain till the close of 
the Communion Service, whether they communicated or not ; with 
this request many of them complied : and very soon, from staying 
thus, they became constant, and consistent communicants. 

Now, at the coronation of our English sovereigns, the people 
remain during the celebration, and the Communion of the chief 
ministers and the monarch. This, I conceive, settles completely, 
were there any doubt on the subject, the Legality in the English 
Church, of all the congregation staying on other occasions of the 
use of the same Holy Communion Service. 

As to the Expediency of a general return to such a custom, I 
will only add, that the contrary has been long enough tried, and 
found utterly wanting. But, as we are on the present occasion 
more particularly concerned with this question, I must remark, that 
in order fully to get back the belief in Holy Communion as being 
ihe Liturgy — the Service of all true Christians, we must cease to 
strip its most solemn and important portion of that musical honour 
ana attention which, I have already shown, it so imperatively de- 
mands. Choirs must remain to the end — and their powers of vocal 
skill must be taxed to the utmost. We shall then see more gene- 
rally, what we already see in the church in which it has been already 
tried, viz. the people worshipping more solemnly, and with a truer 
sense of Christian duty ; and the number of faithful communicants 
will increase continually, till, in the. greater honour done to our dear 
Lord, the exceptions will be of a kind the direct opposite to the 
present ; and it will be more rare to find a decent person a non- 
communicant, than now it is to find one in full communion with the 
Church, of which he professes himself a member. 

At present, the unsound state of religious feeling and practice on 
this subject forces itself painfully on the mind at the diocesan 
gatherings of parish choirs, where every part of the services finds 
a better expression, musically considered, than that which in every 
right-minded judgment, undoubtedly demands the best. These 
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useful gatherings will, of course, reflect the general 'state of mm 
in the various parish churches from which they assemble. May we 
not hope and expect that, before long, at the centres of ecclesiastical 
action, in the cathedral churches, which ought to be the patterns of 
perfect worsliip to the rest of their respective dioceses, sounder 
views and more Catholic practices may be generally prevaleat 
Then will they cast a reflection of their own bright example on 
these choirs occasionally joining the well-endowed, and especially 
well-ordered services of those grand old fabrics ; and thus eaM 
successive gathering will send them back to their homes not merely 
better singers, but better Churchmen, because more reverent com- 
municants. 

We will now pass on to the people's music generally — and with 
them I will begin where, with respect to the choirs, I have left off— 
1 mean attendance at the celebration of the Lord's Supper ; for the 
same urgency which demands a greater zeal from choirs, presses 
also in the case of all their fellow Christians, and, so far as the life 
of Christ in the soul is concerned, we cannot call those His people 
who do not hold full communion with Him and His Church. 
Tlierefore, I would say, that one of the first things to teach the 
people is, the music of the entire Communion Service, This would 
prove a most eflScacious method of carrying out the reform with 
regard to this High Service now so generally demanded, and so 
necessary for the spiritual health of our National Church, 

Marbeck's grand old book should be the first text-book of 
popular instruction. The '* Brief Directory of Plain Song" I 
edited some years ago, is a convenient form for general use, I may 
strengthen your confidence as to the good efiects of such addition 
to the general run of Service music by the following extract from 
a French paper, the TJnivers of May 7th, 1861, in which we read 
that " The soldiers in the suburbs and forts round Paris did not 
come to Mass. Some secular priests, Jesuits, and other religious, 
under the patronage of the Cardinal- Archbishop, tried to prevail on 
the soldiers to come to Mass, but in vain. Then a plan was 
adopted which proved most successful. The soldiers were made to 
sing canticles and hymns during the Holy Sacrifice. They imme- 
diately began to come in crowds to Mass, and the officers followed 
the example of the soldiers." 

So strong has my conviction always been of the impropriety of 
leaving the Holy Communion tuneless in its most solemn part, that, 
in 1842, when I was first called upon to undertake the Church music 
instruction at St. Mark's College, finding it hard to make the the» 
very unmusical, and comparatively untrained students learn aiVj 
music I then had at command for the " Gloria in excelsis^'' ratb^^ 
than leave it unsung, I caused certain very simple harmoni-^ 
cadences to be chanted, which took such hold upon the Colleg'^ 
that scarcely anything else has been used from that time to tki- 
present. In places where a strong preference for vocal harmoiL^ 
exists, it might be well to use these cadences together with th^ ' 
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imilar harmonic forms which I have lately prepared for the entire 
lervice. As musical skill and knowledge increase, otlicr compo- 
litions, suited for choir-singing, would be acceptable to all, est>eciallv 
%t Ae high festivals. But the fiict is, that the repertor;^ of English 
Church music is not so rich as it ought to be in music tor the entire 
service of th€ Holy Communion, though the pious and skilful 
labours of Sir F. Ouseley have, in our day, diminished this lack ; 
80 emphatically a reproach to the past apathy of our Church on 
this subject 

Out of thirteen Cathedral Services in Dr. Boyce's famous collection, 
only one — that bv our earliest English post-Keformation composer, 
Thomas Tallis — ^has any music provided for the " Gloria in excelsis.** 
Three of these are supplemented in the collection of our Oxford 
Professor of Music, to whom I have just alluded. Aldrich in G, 
by a "Gloria in excelsis," from the pen of the same author, the 
famous ^ean of Christ Church, musician, architect, and logician ; 
Gibbons in F, by one cleverly arranged from other parts of the 
same service by Mr. John Foster, late organist of St Andrew's, 
Wells Street, London, and now one of the gentlemen of Her 
Majesty's Chapels Royal. A third, viz. Rogers in D, is supplied 
by a composition in excellent keeping with tlie rest of the service 
by Sir Frederick Ouseley himself. Four of his own Services arc 
happily provided with music for this angelic hymn, that in B minor, 
the one in A, and those in E, and in E flat major. Palestrina's Mass, 
**Eterna Christi munera," is also adapted to our English service; 
and an adaptation from Gounod's Mass in B flat, with harp accom- 
paniment added to the organ, has been lately introduced with 
charming efiect in St. Andrew's, Wells Street. At All Saints', 
Margaret Street, they have for very many years used more question- 
able adaptations from the Masses of Haydn and Mozart, part, 1 
Meve, of the Service being taken from one, and another from the 
other of these great composers : an objectionable practice, in mv 
opinion, as not being favourable to that unity of design which 
should characterise the compositions for each particular service. 

I have already recommended Marbeck's rlain Song Service for 
^se where no great elaboration of the music is required, and the 
^hole of this may be sung by choir and people together, as may 
^ another Plain Song Service from the femous Mma de Aru/elis 
t'lsed at St Alban's, Holbom, and other churches;, together with 
^^y prefixes, affixes, and additional music introduced into the body 
^ the service, such as the "Agnus Dei," sung in some churches 
^tile the celebrant is receiving, or Eucharistic hymns while the 
Ipople are communicating, and sequences between the E\n»ik and 
gospel, peculiarly suitable in high celebrations during the prepanir 
^^H for the reading of the holy Gospel. 

The prefix is the usual hjrmn before the Communion fyrrrj^^e. 
^d more correctly the ancient Intrmt, such as are to be (r/usA in 
Hymns Ancient and 3Iodem,** and other collectir/ni. 

The affixes are hymns, or the canticle "Nunc UmiuU/ or 



348 On Chu/rch Music, 

(especially when Holy Communion is celebrated without Morning 
Prayer, or Litany being immediately connected with it) the doriona 
hymn of St. Ambrose and St. Augustine " Te Deum laudamm" 
llie interspersing other hymns than those already provided in the 
body of the service, if a license, as I suppose we must allow, is yet 
80 justifiable on grounds of convenience, edification, spiritiial 
comfort, and above all, of Catholic usage, that we may claim allow- 
ance for the practice, at all events from those who themselves break 
the continuity of the services according to the present Prayer-book 
order, by the introduction of a metrical psalm or hymn before the 
morning sermon, immediately after the Nicene Creed, or between 
the second lesson of the Evening Prayer and the " Nunc Dimittifl." 
And we have a quasi justification of such additions by the constat 
use of the Chapel Royal Communion Anthem ; and in some cases 
by similar adaitions on grand state occasions, such as royal 
weddings and baptisms, and such solemnities as the public funeral 
of the late Duke of Wellington. 

The alternating in hymns, psalms, canticles, or any other kind of 
song, of choir singing alone, and people's singing alone, has not 
hitherto been much attempted in England. But abroad it has been 
much in use for centuries, I believe. At all events, Palestrina's 
setting of the old service hymns in anthem-wise in the alternate 
verses, leaving the other verses to be sung in unison, is the same 
sort of thing ; though perhaps the actual use may have been rather 
for the canonical choirs in cathedrals and monasteries to take the 
unisonous plain song verse, and the chorus cantorum, or choir of 
professional singers, to take the figured music in several vocal 
parts. 

I must say that I think many of our little variances as to the 
use of modem part-music and the old plain song in unison, might 
be reconciled by a fair division of this kind. Choirs would sing in 
parts, as is most convenient for their organization, and the people 
would still have a large and important share in the sacred minstrelsy, 
and would, by the simplicity of the music itself, the widely-spread 
acquaintance with the same tones and tunes, and by the ease 
insured by unison singing on a grand scale, be enabled to support 
their share in the common musical worship with vigour, and an 
efiect now seldom heard, relieving the toils of the choir, and 
stimulating them to a higher and more devotional discharge of their 
function in the Divine worship, 

A good way of beginning this would be to train the children of 
the parochial schools to answer the choir in alternate verses of 
psalms, canticles, and hymns, of course in music suitable for unison 
singing, whether new or old. 

It now remains to treat of such music, for the people specially, as 
is not set down in the Prayer-book, and docs not come under the 
head of Ritual Music. This has for many years consisted of psalms 
in metre and hymns, sung either before or after Morning or Evening 
Prayer, Litany, and Holy Communion, occasionally at baptisms,. 
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ftinerals, and perhaps other similar offices — latterly, too, as coming 

Under the general title of Anthem, in the proper Anthem place of 

3Matins and Vespers {i,e. after the special Collects, in the morning 

*• for Grace," and in the evening " for Aid against all Perils." 

-Also in the place of the ancient office or Introit, when the priest, 

■^th his gospeller and epis toller (if any), enters the sacrarium to 

offer the Eucharistic sacnfice. Viewed in the light of the earlier 

Service-books, from which all the best and most beautiful parts of 

our present Prayer-book are translated, the two last places where 

liymns have been stated to be used, claim somewhat of a ritualistic 

cnaracter, and suggest the use of the best translations we have of 

the old Catholic hymns, which it is well known were only omitted 

from the body of the English Prayer-book from the difficulty of 

Siting them done into good English verse. God has in this our 
y poured out in a remarkable degree on some of his servants in 
our English Church the gifts of poetry and versifying translation. 
The canon proposed in Sir Eoundell Palmer's interesting lecture 
read at last year's Congress at York, as the test of good translated 
hymns, viz. that " they should be judged as if they were English 
compositions, in every sense original, will, in my (necessarily 
partial) judgment, recommend to all unprejudiced persons the great 
body of Catholic hymnody provided in the " Hymnal Noted," by 
the facile pen of our dear departed brother, John Mason Neale, and 
the joint labours in its supervision of the Hymnal Committee of 
the Ecclesiological Society. And the plan of that work, reauiring 
that the English words should fit the old melodies of the Western 
Church, has afforded us the means of drawing closer the bonds 
which unite our English Church with the rest of Catholic Christen- 
dom, both in the past and in the present, as in the truth of Catholic 
doctrine, so also in the outward means and appliances whereby the 
expression of that doctrine is brought home to men's hearts through 
their senses, as belonging to the " quod semper, quod ubique, et 
quod ab omnibus." The use, then, by choirs and people of these 
nymns and their grand old melodies, as anthems, brings them into 
position as a part of ritual music, which is allowed, though not 
prescribed, by the Prayer-book, but which was desired by the 
reformers, waited for by our forefathers, given to us by the happier 
circumstances of that Catholic revival which the good hand of our 
God has in our. day stirred up among us. 

With regard to the best of the old metrical Psalms and their 
tunes, I suppose we may safely consider that the revival of the 
true ritual Chant of the Prayer-book Psalter has removed the 
usurped functions of the singing psalms into the more appropriate 
place of Christian hymnody, and as such alone will I here venture 
to allude to them, 

We know that the earliest metrical hymns of the Reformers both 
in this country and abroad were taken from the old Latin hymn 
tunes ; and there is not wanting a considerable amount of evidence 
that neither the originals nor their adaptations were marked by that 
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lugubrious monotony, and slow isochronous performance, to which 
the perversenesfl of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries 
p^aduallj condemned them. Neither the ancient plain song of 
Western Christendom, nor the hymnody of the Wickliffites, Huss- 
ites, Picards, Bohemian Brethren, in the fourteenth, fifteenth, and 
sixteenth centuries, any more than the chorales of the Lutherans, 
had that absence of rliythm and melodious accentuation, nor that 
heavy drawling equalitv of notes to all syllables, long or short, 
which to my mind and ear are so offensive in the old-fashioned 
metrical psalmody. 

No attempt can be made in such a lecture as this to trace 
liistorically the proofs I could collect of the truth of this assertion. 
Foreign treatises on Plain Song may be referred to with regard 
to the old Catholic music, such as Coussemaker, Alix, Fere 
UAmbillotte ; and in English an interesting work which has 
recently appeared by a clever organist, Mr. John C. Ward, entitled 
" The Congregational Songs of the Reformed Churches," in the 
Preface of which he explains the time marks of the earliest editions 
of these melodies for our English psalm tunes, by the neglect of 
which, it would seem, their character was completely changed. 
Thus, in the decadence of performance by the people, and in the 
carelessness and ignorance of subsequent editors, we find some 
excuse for Dr. Busby's remark on the word Organ in his " Musical 
Dictionary," that " an instrument powerful enough to drown the 
voices of parish clerk, charity children, and congregation, was an 
inestimable blessing;" and a justification of a no less striking 
reproof in the Preface to Mr. Hullah's volume of " Metrical Psahn 
Tunes," published in 1843, viz. : " As regards the metrical Malms 
and hymns which in some places form the chief music of Divine 
Service, it might be sometimes supposed that the lowest point of 
degradation had been aimed at, instead of the highest point of 
excellence; as though it had been sometimes the desire of the 
influential to make the psalmody as bad as possible, as a prelude 
to getting rid of it altogether." 

Time forbids my entering further upon very many interesting 
inquiries as to the music for metrical hymns ; how tax the tune* 
were adaptations of old Church plain song, how far of well-knowa 
secular melodies. It is certain that Clement Marot in France, anl 
Sternold in England, prepared their first translations of the Psalm* 
for social rather than ecclesiastical use ; and that, when they cam^ 
to be adopted as a part of public worship, Guillaume Franc adaptei 
Marot's words, for the Genevan Calvinists, to phrases commonly 
used in the Catholic chants, modified, of course, to suit the rhytb^c*' 
of the words. 

I cannot now touch upon the question of how much or ho^ 
little of the ritual music of such portion of the Morning at^^ 
Evening Prayer, Litany, and Holy Communion, ought in any ca^^ 
to be treatea as choir music simply, or to be joined in by ih^ 
congregation. I would certainly lean rather to an inclusive th^^ 



I 



Rev, Thcnnas Helmore, 351 

CLB exclusive answer. I have already guarded suflScIently against 
any invasion of the musical rights of choirs by the congregation, 
and I trust that the day may come when many a congregation may 
iresolve itself into a cnoir of the whole house, as occasion might 
serve, and that until musical skill is so widely diflfused as to render 
such choral worship of all the people possible, choirs will make it 
their study, by aiding in every most suitable way the less skilful 
efforts of our present congregations, rather to promote the simple, 
learty singing of the multitude, than to please themselves in the 
liouse of God, by such an usurpation of the opportunities of song 
as entirely to close the lips and chill the hearts of their fellow- 
worshippers. 

In conclusion, the people assembled in cathedrals, as representing 
the great Christian family of the diocese, or in parish churches, as 
the smaller families of those lesser ecclesiastical divisions, will then 
only duly fulfil the requirements of holyy best, and devotional con- 
gregational chanting and singing, when each in his own family has 
opportunity of joining in vocal minstrelsy. Let all families cultivate 
Bong ; then will song be most easy, most hearty, in their Heavenly 
Famer's earthly home. 

As the Church has always had special music for the solemn 
assembly, so (J. believe it might be shown by a variety of evidence) 
has she had, in almost every age from the very first, songs of a 
religious cast, not specially intended for use in church, but for the 
amusement and refreshment of her faithful children in their homes 
and their social meetings, specially at joyous times, such as Easter 
aad Christmas. Hence our carols for simple singers, and (may I 
not add ?) hence our modem oratorio, and such like music of the 
highest order. The best composers of sacred music have best 
attained the summit of their high emprise when, filled with holy 
thoughts, they have caught their themes from the divinely-inspired 
imagery of the heavenly choirs. 

-fiid surely the listening to such compositions is not only a lawful 
tilt a most useful and edifying mode of cultivating both the faculties 
of the mind and body and the sensibilities of the soul. To the 
growing appreciation for all kinds of sacred music, and to the desire 
to promote its due performance, we may look forward, under the 
hleasing of God, to tne time when the music of the Church — best 
^^ its kind, and higher than all other kinds — will be heard in the 
^^JJffth and breadth of the land from pious and skilful choirs and 
orchestras, and from no less pious and equally tuneful, if not equally 
skilful^ choral congregations. 
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APPENDIX B. 

TEMPERANCE MEMORIAL. 

"o the Most Reverend the Archbishops, the Right Reverend Bishops, the Clergy and 
Laity of the Established Chv/rch of Eiigland and Ireland assembled in Church 
Congress at Wolverhampton. 

The Committee and Members of the Wolverhampton Temperance Society, and the 
Birmingham and Wolverhampton District Temperance Association, desire to convey 
o the Church Congress their respectful address of welcome on their visit to the town, 
md they sincerely pray that the temporal and spiritual welfare of its members and 
lie population at large, may be increased thereby, and with the blessing of Almighty 
3od its deliberations may tend to further in our midst the determination to 
* live a godly, righteous, and sober life." Such a blessing given from above would 
leal most of the woes of the land, and would deliver us from the ravages of intem- 
perance. 

The members of the societies sympathise with the clergy and laity in their efforts 
)o diflPiise education, civilization, and Christianity, and to further those great objects 
ihey labour continuously. They are aware of the labours of the clergy and lay mem- 
t>ers of the Church of England, how they have built churches, founded schools, and 
lent forth missionaries, established clubs, classes, &c., and they have always rejoiced 
irhen they have prospered. They have beheld with sorrow how much work has been 
lost, and much also prevented by the prevalence of the ruinous drinking customs 
irhich are so much cherished and which produce such baneful results. By them the 
trials of the clergy are largely augmented — they keep the children from school, they 
keep the people out of church, they destroy the minister's influence by producing 
siduiess, want, and misery ; they make his parochial duties burdensome, whilst they 
emelly rob him of his most hopeful trophies ; they form a massive obstruction to his 
career of usefulness. Seeing and lamenting this state of things, and knowing that 
intoxicating drinks are powerful in the production of social degradation and crime,. 
voA provocative of immorality and irreligion, the members of the Wolverhampton 
Temperance Society, and Birmingham and Wolverhampton Temperance Association, 
liave adopted the principle of total abstinence from all intoxicating drinks. After 
nuuiy years' experience they have found that principle safe to the young in preventing 
them foiling into habits of intemperance and powerful for the recovery of the drunkard. 
With God's blessing on their work they have known homes made happy which formerly 
^re the miserable abodes of drunkenness — children sent to school which were pre- 

viooBly allowed to grow up on the streets and in ignorance — men who squandered 
^eir earnings in gross drunkenness made sober, and become regular attendants on 
public worship — men that once were a burden to their fellows when under the power 
jf drink, when freed from its grasp have become helpers of others. Like effects have 
'ollowed similar operations in other places. They have seen with satisfaction the 
J*tabli8hment of parochial temperance societies, and hope that ere long they will bo 
looked upon as a part of the ordinary parish machinery. 

^e members of the Wolverhampton Temperance Society and District Association 
yould courteously remind the assembled Congress how largely intemperance is 
Increased by the multiplication of beershops, ginshops, and public-houses, and would 
00 delighted to see some effort made by the Congress to put them on the same footing 
^ i^especta the sale on the Lord's day as other occupations are governed by, and means 
devised to reduce their number. 

In conclusion, the xmembers of the temperance societies would direct the attention 
^ the Congress to the good results which would follow the establishment of similar 
societies throughout the length and breadth of the land, and they believe that they 
would be found to remedy very pressing evils, and obstructions in the good work 
«e Church of England is established to promote. It is not our wish to vaunt the 
yflbrta made by these societies, but simply to indicate that there is a power left untried 
in many places which, if adopted, would prove a "blessing to many who are ready 
to perish," and would be helpful in increasing the " health, wealth, and godliness " of 
Jie nation. 

With uifeigned respect, we are, on behalf of the Society and Association, 

Yours obediently, 

JOHN W. BARKER, 
Honorary Secretary Wolverhampton Temperance Society, 

JAMES PHILLIPE, 
Honorary S!eci'etary of the 
Birmingham and Wolverhampton Temperance Association. 
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CHUKCH CONGRESS CENTRAL COMMITTEE. 



RULES. 

1. That the Central Committee shall consist of snch Presidents and Secretaries of 
the existinff and former Congresses, as may be able to meet at the Congress town on 
the day before the opening of the Congress, to consider of the most eligible place for 
the next year's assembly. 

2. That the Invitations for this pnrpose be addressed to the Secretaries of the then 
approaching Congress, and shall express the consent of the Bishop to the Congress 
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8. That the President of the existing Congress be requested to notify the place 
selected by the Central Committee in his opening address, and to fix a time for tiie 
reception of the Committee's report. 

4. That the formation of an Executive Committee at the place selected by the 
existing Congress being notified to the Central Committee, they shall transmit sach 
papers and suggestions as they may deem advisable, and so terminate their functions. 
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Upcott, Mr. W. B. Waterloo Road, 

Wolverhampton 
Utterson, Rev. Ferris, Driffield Road, 

Derby 
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